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_ ‘THE ORIGIN OF THE JURISDICTION exercised by the 
Judges in hearing appeals from the decisions of the 
‘Benchers of the Inns of Court does not appear to be very 
generally understood. The fact is, as Lord Mansfield 
pointed out in Hart's case (1 Doug., at p. 354), that all 
the powers of the benchers of the Inns of Court relating 
4 calling to the bar have been delegated to them by the 
judges. Down to the reign of Charles II, the Judges not 
gly made orders with reference to the requisites 
for call to the bar, but also as to the conduct of 
Members of the Inns. Many instances of these orders 
ccur in Dugdale’s “ Origines Judiciales,” and are cited 
the appendix to the Sixth Report of the Common 
w Commissioners. Thus, in Ist Elizabeth, the 
‘Judges ordained, with reference to all the Inns of 
‘Court, “that no fellow of those societies shall wear any 
eard above a fortnight’s growth” (Dugdale, 311); 
‘and in 33 Elizabeth the, Justices of both benches and the 
ons of the Exchequer ordered “that no reader shall 
e more wine to be spent in his reading than two hogs- 
ds at the most” (Ib. 313). By an order made by the 
ges in 1665, however, the benchers of the Inns of 
Mourt were empowered “to make laws for governing 
i hem, as to keeping commons and attending and perform. 
“ing exercises,” and the interference of the Judges with 
e making or altering of the rules relating to the, govern- 
“ment of the societies appears to have subsequently ceased. 
'In Wooller’s case (4 B. & C. 855), the judges informed the 
Beiioner that they had no power to interfere to compel 
e benchers of Lincoln’s Inn to admit him as a member, 
and the Chief Justice stated in his judgment that the 
: fetes, in their character of visitors of the Inns of Court, 
ES jurisdiction only over admitted members. With 
Teference to persons actually admitted to membership, 
owever, the judges have always retained an exclusive 
"jurisdiction as visitors, to hear appeals from the decisions 
: of the benchers relating to disbarring or refusal to call to 
_the bar. Various attempts were from time to time made 
- t induce the Common Law Courts to interfere, but they 
/ proved unsuccessful ; and in Hart’scase (1 Doug. 339), the 
Tule (which had been referred to as settled in J’ownshend’s 
tase, 2 Sir T. Raymond, 69), was finally established—that a 
“mandamus will not lie to compel admission to the degree 
' of barrister. The benchers have always asserted with 
| uncommon tenacity their independence of every 
authority except the judges. In Mr. D. W. Harvey's 
e, they adhered to their decision in spite of the Report, 
din favour of that gentleman, of a Select Committee of 
» the House of Commons appointed to inquire into all the 
' Sircumstances attending the rejection of his application 
to be called to the bar. 


B) 





__ Tuat WonDERFUL PIECE OF LEGISLATION, the Married 
| Women’s Property Act, 1870, has given rise to a state of 
' things which, it must be admitted, is anomalous and in- 
€onvenient. While it conferred on married women the 
_ legal rights necessary for the acquisition and protection 
4 of separate property, it denied to their creditors, with 





certain limited exceptions, the corresponding remedy by 
action at law; and while it relieved the husband from 
liability for his wife’s antenuptial debts, it left him the 
powers to appropriate many classes of property in right 
of his wife, unless she had stipulated before marriage for 
a settlement to her separate use. It is natural enough 
that advantage should be taken of the dissatisfaction 
felt with the existing law to urge upon Parliament the 
adoption of a sweeping alteration, rendering complete 
the separation of property as between husband and wife. 
The Bill broughtin by Mr. Hinde Palmer ought to 
satisfy the most advanced partizan of this view. In the 
first section the principle is clearly defined that a married 
woman shall have an independent personal status, with 
its accompanying benefits and burdens. The creditor is 
to be permitted to sue the husband and wife jvintly 
where either contracts a debt as the agent of the other, 
while the ultimate liability, as between the husband and 
wife, is to be ascertained by the extension of the doctrine 
of suretyship, to this new case of principal debtor and 
agent. The husband is not to be liable for the debts of 
his wife contracted before marriage, with this exception, 
that any husband married before the Act shall be liable 
for such debts to the extent of any property to which 
he shall have become entitled in right of his wife. It 
is difficult to see why this exception should be limited to 
the case of marriages before the Act. It is true that by 
section 2 all property of women married after the Act, 
whether theirs before marriage, or subsequently acquired, 
is’to continue their property free from the control of 
their husbands, but they are still to have unlimited 
powers of settlement in consideration of marriage (sec- 
tion 10). A woman married after the passing of the Act 
may therefore still defeat her antenuptial creditors 
by settling her property on her intended husband. 
As regards the property of women married before the 
Act, the wife is to be entitled thereto absolutely, subject 
to the provisions of any settlement and to the husband's 
vested rights or interest at the date of the Act. The 
effect of this is apparently to hand over to the wife all 
interests to which she may become entitled after the pass- 
ing of the Act, regardless of the husband’s title thereto, 
as purchaser: for value on his marriage. The Act 
further reserves rights under existing settlements, 
and authorises settlements by women with restriction 
on anticipation, to be made as heretofore, save that 
no such settlement or restriction on anticipation un- 
less made in consideration of marriage, shall have any 
greater validity against creditors of the wife, than, if 
made by a man, it would have against his creditors. This 
exception again appears to stop short of the legitimate 
deduction from the principle of the Act. A married 
woman is henceforth to be a feme sole, as regards her pro- 
prietary rights and liabilities. It is difficult, therefore, 
to see why a woman, even in contemplation of mar- 
riage, should be permitted to make a settlement, valid 
as against creditors, which in the case of a man would 
be bad, as attempting e.g. to secure him a personal right 
of enjoyment (Graves v. Dolphin, 1 Sim. 66). 

Mr. Staveley Hill’s measure has a narrower scope. It 
is intended to put the wife’s creditors before marriage 
in a more favourable position than they at present occupy, 
by giving them a right of action against the husband and 
wife jeintly, and rendering the husband liable to the 
extent of all property which he may have acquired, or 
may subsequently acquire in right of his wife. Another 
provision enables creditors to attach separate property, 
in the hands of trustees for married women, under the 
Garnishee Clauses of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854. It is to be hoped that this latter proposal may 
become law, as it will afford to the creditor a convenient 
and expeditious cmedy. 





Tue case of Swift v. Winterbotham (P.0.), in which 
the Court of Queen’s Bench delivered judgment a few 
days ago, has naturally attracted a good deal of at- 
tention, both at the time of the trial and on the 
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delivery of the judgment. Both in a legal and in 
a business point of view it is of unusual impor- 
tance. As the decision is, we understand, about to 
be appealed against, we shall content ourselves at present 
with pointing out what it is that the Court of Queen’s 
Bench has decided. In the first place, it has not decided 
that if A. requests B. to inquire of C. as to the solvency 
of D., and C. makes a misrepresentation on the point by 
which A. suffers, A. can sue C. for the loss; but it has 
decided that if B.’s inquiry is made under such circum- 
stances that C. may suppose that the inquiry very pro- 
bably may be made on behalf of some third person to 
whom his answer will be communicated, that third 
person, though wholly unknown to C., may sue him for a 
misrepresentation. In the second place, the judgment 
has carried out to somewhat farther limits the rule laid 
down in Barwick v. English Joint Stock Bank (15 W.R. 
877, L. R. 2 Ex. 259), that a principal may be made 
liable for the fraud or misrepresentation of his agent, 
provided the misrepresentation is made by the agent 
whilst he is acting within the general scope of his em- 
ployment. Thirdly, whereas Lord Tenterden’s Act 
requires that to make a man liable on a representation of 
solvency, the representation must be signed by himself, 
the Court held that, the defendants being a joint stock 
bank established under 7 Geo. 4, c. 46, they could be 
made liable on such a representation signed by the 
manager or sub-manager of a local branch, on the 
ground that the bank could not sign itself. It appears, 
therefore, that the owners of the large private banks 
which still exist, need feel no alarm from this decision, 
because, although they follow precisely the same practice, 
yet, as the reason for holding the defendants liable in 
the present case does not exist with them, it will (as it 
seems) be impossible to make them liable except upon 
their own signature. The result is singular; and so is 
one of the reasons given by the Court in support of its 
decision—namely, that 7f this had been a contract not 
requiring a seal, and if the defendants had been a com- 
pany incorporated under the Companies Act, 1862, they 
would, by virtue of 30 & 31 Vict. c. 131, s. 37, have been 
bound by the signature of any person acting under their 
express or implied authority. 





LEAVE HAS BEEN GIVEN by the Court of Appeal to have 
Morris’ case (20 W. R. 25, L. R. 7 Ch. 200) re-heard. 
After the decision of the House of Lords in Webb v. 
Whiffn (L. R. 5 H. L. 711), this re-hearing was neces- 
sarily a matter of course. The decision in Morris’ case, it 
will be remembered, proceeded to two points, the first af- 
fecting the quantum of the contributions which can be de 
manded from the B.contributories of a limited company in 
liquidation, the second dealing with the manner in which 
those contributions, when received, are to be applied. It 
is necessary carefully to distinguish these two branches 
of the decision. With respect to the first, viz., the 
quantum of contribution which can be called for, it will 
be remembered that under the 38th section of the Com- 
panies Act, 1862, the B.contributories are liable only in re- 
spect of debts of the company, contracted before the dates 
at which they respectively ceased to be members, and 
remaining unpaid at the commencement of the winding- 
up. Morris’ case went on to hold that, in estimating 
as against the B. contributories, the amount of these 
debts, all sums paid in respect of them in the course of 
the winding up must be deducted ; and that, in estimating 
what sums have been so paid, all the assets of the com- 
pany (including the calls on the A. contributories), 
existing and receivable up to the time the B. contribu- 
tories are called upon, must be treated as applied in pay- 
ment pari passu of all the debts of the company alike. 
Then, after having ascertained the amount of the con- 
tributions thus receivable, the second head of the deci- 
‘ion went on to hold that these contributions of the B. 
~tributories are to be applied in payment of the several 

: to which the B. contributories are respectively 

To put the matter in brief, the case went 








to establish, first a rule of contribution, and secondly 
a rule of distribution. It is in respect of the 
second of these two heads only, that is of the rule 
of distribution, that Morris’ case is directly over. 
ruled by the decision of the House of Lords. The 
compass within which the judgment of the ulti. 
mate Court of Appeal in that case is authoritative wil] 
be found limited in the prefatory remarks by which Lord 
Cairns there introduced his lucid and masterly judgment, 
“There is no controversy,” his Lordship said, “that the 
call which has been made upon the ex-members on the B 
list has been the proper amount or quantum of call, 

The only question which your Lordships have 
to determine i is, what is to be done with the money which 
has been levied as contribution from the ex-members on 
the B list?” When, therefore, his Lordship subse. 
quently went on formally to disapprove the decision in 
| Morris’ case, this disapproval must necessarily be taken 
as limited to that head of Morris’ case which was in 
Webb v. Whiffin under consideration, the head, that ig, 
which dealt with the question of how the B contributions 
were to be applied. 

By Webb v. Whiffin it is now finally determined that B, 
contributions are applicable not to the payment of B. debts 
only, but to the discharge pro tanto of all the debts of the 
company alike; that they are general assets, part of the 
common fund which the the Act provides shall be formed 
for payment of all the creditors of whatever kind or 
of whatever date. And, this being so, it is obvious that 
indirectly, but not otherwise, that case goes to affect the 
first head of Morris’ case, with regard, that is, to the 
quantum of contribution. Morris’ case clearly contem- 
plated the payment of the B. creditors in full before the B. 
contributories were discharged. But if, according to the 
rule in Morris’ case, B. contributions are demandable 
only to the amount of the B. debts remaining unpaid 
after application pari passu of all other assets, and then 
these contributions are to be divisible pari passu in pay- 
ment of both A. and B. debts alike, it is clear that B. 
creditors will but receive a dividend on the residuum of 
their debts in place of payment in full, while B. con- 
tributories may be left discharged from further calls 
when the limit of their liability as measured by their 
shares is still unreached. In a recent review of “ Buckley 
on the Companies’ Acts’? we drew attention to page 
102 of that work, where the result of the combination of 
the two cases will be found worked out in figures. 

The re-hearing of Morris’ case, and that of Brett's 
case (19 W. R. 517, 687, L. R. 6 Ch. 800), to which we 
have before referred (ante p. 241), cannot fail to clear up 
many of the disputed points upon this subject—points 
whose decision will be full of interest and importance not 
to the profession only, but to all who, whether as creditors 
or contributories, are involved in the disasters of Joint 
Stock Companies. 








Tue case at Limerick in which Mr. Justice Fitzgerald 
is stated to have allowed a juryman, on the recommenda- 
tion of a doctor, to partakeof brandy-and-soda, reminds us 
that a writer in the Albany Law Journal recently called 
attention to the conflicting decisions of the Courts of his 
country upon this rather curious branch of law. It is 
certainly desirable that jurors should be sober; and in 
England we do not seem to have much difficulty in 
attaining this result. In the United States, how- 
ever, perhaps owing to the prevalence of the cus- 
tom of “liquoring up,” there appears to be a pro- 
pensity on the part of a jury to betake themselves 
to strong drink; and applications to set aside ver- 
dicts on this ground seem to be matters of common 
occurrence. A serious divergence of opinion has arisen 
among the judges as to the degree of indulgence in 
spirituous liquor which will justify the Courts in acceding 
to these applications. Several cases have laid down the 
rule that any imbibing of ardent spirits by even a single 
juryman will invalidate the verdict, apparently on the 
ground, as our contemporary puts it, that jurors, like 
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(esar’s wife, must be above suspicion. In the judg- 
ment in one of these cases, the Court is stated to have 
cited the authority of “Scotland’s most popular bard ”’ 
(“Inspiring bold John Barleycorn, &c.”) as to the 
effect of intoxicating drink, and to have come to the 
conclusion “that it would be dangerous in the ex- 
treme to lay down any rule by which it could or should 
‘pe determined whether a juror had drunk too much or 
not, and the only safe rule is to exclude it altogether.” 
This principle has certainly been pushed to a remarkable 
length. In one case (State v. Baldy, 17 Iowa, 39), a 
juryman, after the jury had been placed in charge 
of the bailiff, was permitted to retire fora few moments. 
He basely availed himself of the opportunity to rush 
into a grocery store, where he purchased some tobacco 
and drank a glass of ale. On appeal, the verdict in 
which this misguided man had concurred, was set aside. 
At one time, even illness was not admitted as a valid ex- 
cuse for the most moderate indulgence in intoxicating 
drink. A juryman took one-third of a gill of brandy 
to check diarrhea, and the Court, although “ satisfied 
that there had been no mischief,” set aside the verdict 
(Brant v. Fowler, 7 Cow. 562). Other cases, however, 
appear to have modified this rule, and it seems, on the 
whole, that a sick juryman may now resort to a glass of 
spirits without endangering the verdict. It is more 
doubtful, however, whether a complaint by a juryman 
that he was suffering from “slight illness,” will be re- 
garded as a sufficient excuse for the administration of 
spirits to other members of the jury (Leighton v. Sar- 
gent, 31 N. H. 119). 

A very different rule was laid down in a string of 
cases of almost equal length, where it was held that only 
indulgence in ardent spirits to such an extent as to 
clearly incapacitate the juror will warrant the Courts in 
setting aside the verdict. It appears, however, that the 
most recent decisions are in accordance with the stricter 
rule, and our contemporary is strongly of opinion that 
it is “the rule best fortified by reason and principle.” 





Some pirricuttizs, of the character which usually 
accompany the introduction ofa fresh system, arose with 
reference to the conversion of stock under the new mode of 
dealing with the funds in the Court of Chancery, and were 
the cause of an application on the subject being made to 
the Lord Chancellor last Monday. We are glad to learn 
that these difficulties, which were, in fact, at the time of 
the application, in the course of being removed, have 
since been wholly removed, and both in the case with 
reference to which the application was made and in 
several other cases, the conversion of stock has been 
successfully effected under the new system. 








OFFICIAL REFEREES. 


By sections 57, 58, 59, and 81 of Lord Selborne’s Bill 
provision is made for the appointment of official referees, 
to whom issues of fact or questions of account may be re- 
ferred by the Court, either by consent, or, in cases “ re- 
quiring prolonged examination of documents or accounts, 
or any scientific or local investigation, which cannot in 
the opinion of the Court conveniently be made before a 
Jury, or conducted by the Court through its ordinary 
officers,” without consent. The parties may, if they can 
agree, have a special referee. The finding of the referee 
is to be equivalent to the verdict of a jury. This provi- 
sion is likely to be of great utility. The great evil of re- 
ferences, as at present conducted, consists in the delay 
caused by frequent interruptions. When the reference 
is to a barrister in actual practice, the hearing is 
limited by his other engagements, and one who has to 
consider his own convenience so much cannot well refuse 
to give a more than ample consideration to the convenience 
of others. Before the masters the state of matters is 
even worse. Taking references is only one of their 
duties, and it is so difficult to obtain sittings of sufficient 





length, or at sufficiently near intervals, that in cases of 
any magnitude it is universally found necessary to refer 
the matter to an arbitrator. Neither do masters ever sit 
out of town, and for this reason alone arbitration must 
often be resorted to. But arbitration is an expensive 
remedy, not so much from the burden of the arbitrator's 
fees, as from the additional expense caused by the delays, 
and the want of a regular and formal conduct of the 
proceedings. But if references to lawyers are bad, re- 
ferences to laymen are worse. Their fees are usually 
heavier. Their awards are frequently out of order, and 
a miscarriage of justice is the result. But what is worst 
of all, and strikes at the root of all confidence in judicial 
proceedings, is that the impartiality of the tribunal is 
often suspected. Nothing but the natural frailty of man- 
kind is here imputed ; but itis certain that the business re- 
lations, which are either known to exist, or are suspected 
to exist, between the man actively engaged in trade who 
conducts the inquiry, and one or other of the parties who 
appear before him, seldom fail to inspire the one who 
has not such motives to rely upon with distrust and 
doubt, and if the result is adverse to him, with a belief 
that he has been unfairly treated. If the parties are 
really friendly, doubtless there is no room for such 
suspicions to arise; but where they are hostile (and in 
proportion to their hostility a secure impartiality becomes 
the more important) the difficulty is a grave and serious 
one. 

This is the real and cardinal objection to Tribunals of 
Commerce. There are others of weight, but this is the 
weightiest. To send a man before a tribunal composed 
of those with whom both he and his adversary have daily 
business relations, and the opportunity for more, can 
only be accepted as satisfactory by those who,are prepared 
to exchange justice and morality for a system of manipu- 
lation, where every man trusts more to what passes out- 
side the Court, than to what passes within it. The pro- 
visions of Lord Selborne’s Bill provide a remedy, which 
will, we trust, put a stop to the blind cry for Mercantile 
Tribunals. 

We may point out what seems a piece of inaccurate 
drawing in the 56th section, which provides for cases 
where the Court desires to inform itself upon any parti- 
cular question arising in the course of a proceeding. It 
seems, on first reading this section, as though it were in- 
tended that official referees might be “accountants or 
scientific men,’ and this is the strict construction of the 
words. But when the following sections are read, it is 
obvious that the official referees are intended to be offi- 
cers attached to the Court, who shall take any and every 
kind of business. Clearly no one who had not hada legal 
training could properly discharge these functions, andit 
must evidently be meant to limit the description “ac 
countant or scientific man” to the special referees. 

One caution we would venture to add. Some limit 
should surely be placed on the power of referring causes, 
It is impossible to deny that the Court may, on the hear- 
ing, sometimes unavoidably, find itself confronted with 
a question of fact, which can hardly be disposed of other- 
wise than by a reference under section 56. But the 
hearing ought at least to be too late for putting in force 
the power of referring given by section 57; and the 
adjournment then of the question to be tried should be 
made solely on the responsibility and the motion of the 
Court itself. ‘This would be effected by limiting the time 
within which applications under section 57 should be 
made; but some such limitation should be in the Bill. We 
have no faith in rules to be or not to be framed hereafter. 








Lorp Westrsury.—The Times says that Lord Westbury 
has been confined to the house by a severe attack of acute 
rheumatism, and will be unable for some time to attend the 
House of Lords. 

Discuammer.— Mr. Henry Howse, of 49, Leicester-square, 
desires us to state that he is not the person of that name 
mentioned in the London Gazette part of our columns 
last week under the head of Liquidation by Arrangement. 
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UNSEAWORTHY SHIPS. 


Mr. Plimsoll, in the work which has excited so much 
discussion of late, makes a direct appeal to lawyers to 
state whether he has not correctly described the condi- 
tion of the law relating to unseaworthy ships. We 
think that in some points he has done rather less than 
justice to the existing law, and we may as well note these 
points before we proceed to discuss the remedies he sug- 
gests for the evils which he alleges exist. 

First, then, Mr. Plimsoll complains (p. 25) that on the 
failure of a manufacturer or merchant, the claims for 
wages of his workmen are a first charge upon his estate 
and must be paid in full: but that no such provision ap- 
plies to seamen. Does he forget, and should he not have 
stated, that seamen have a lien upon the ship and freight 
for their wages whichis not destroyed by the hypothe- 
cation or even sale of a ship unless it takes place under 
the authority of a competent Court? (See T'he Sydney 
Cove, 2 Dods. 13; The Batavia, ib. 500.) To use the 
words of Sir John Nicholls (3 Hagg, 201), the seamen 
have a lien on the ship to the last plank. 

A much more serious charge against our existing law 
is that “it leaves shipowners entirely free to neglect the 
means of safety for their men’s lives if they please” (p. 
13). We have not discovered a single reference to the 
Ath section of the Merchant Shipping Act of 1871, to 
which we referred a fortnight ago, and which seems to 
us to have effected a most important change in our law 
though there has hardly yet been time perhaps to test its 
efficacy. The freighter, it would seem, has always had his 
remedy by action for damages against a shipowner who 
sends his goods to sea in an unseaworthy ship. Before 
the passing of the Act in question the seaman could have 
no such remedy, because the law of England does not 
imply from the relation of shipowner and seaman any 
warranty that the ship is seaworthy (See Couch v. Steel, 
2 W. R. 170, 3 E. & B. 402). Since the passing of this 
Act, however, the sending a ship to sea unseaworthy is 
an unlawful act, and if from that unlawful act damage 

. ensues to the seaman, there would seem to be the com- 
bination of damnum and injuria, which might give the 
seaman, or, in case of his death, might give, under Lord 
Campbell’s Act, to his relations a cause of action 
against the shipowner founded upon tort, and quite irre- 
spective of any question of warranty. That this is, 
and was intended to be, the effect of the section, we have, 
as we have before stated, the very high authority of 
the late Mr. Justice Willes. If the seaman has his ac- 
tion, why not the underwriter on cargo, or any one else, 
who, though in no way privy to any contract with the 
shipowner, has suffered damage from his unlawful -act ? 
Would not the loss of life be sufficiently proximate to 
the unlawful act to make the owner criminally as well as 
civilly responsible for deaths occasioned by the founder- 
ing of ships sent unseaworthy to sea? Here is a wide 
field of responsibility opened out to the shipowner! It 
must not, howevér, be forgotten that we are treading on 
somewhat dangerous ground in discussing the effect of 
an enactment which, so far as we know, has not yet 
come before a court of law, and all suggestions must be 
made and taken with due reserve. 

The remedies proposed by Mr. Plimsoll are a Govern- 
ment inspection and survey of at any rate all vessels not 
classed at Lloyds, and an enactment against over-insur- 
ance. The discussion of the former proposal does not 
fall within the scope of a legal journal; but the ques- 
tion of over-insurance raises points familiar to every 
mercantile lawyer, and it may be worth while to consider 
it in some detail. The effect of recent decisions has been 
to bind faster than ever the rule that a valuation should 
not be re-opened (North of England Iron &c. Associa- 
tion v. Armstrong, 18 W. R. 520, L. R.5Q. B. 244; 
Barker v. Janson, 16 W. R. 399, L. R. 3 C. P. 303. In 
the latter case it will be recollected that a ship was in- 
sured by a valued time policy, in which she was valued 
at £8,000. At that very time, though unknown to the 





parties, she was so much injured, that she was not worth 
repairing, and practically, therefore, had ceased to be a 
ship, though not actually lost. The underwriters, how.. 
ever, were not allowed to re-open the valuation, the in. 
surance and valuation having been bond fide made. §o 
that it would almost seem that the rule laid down by 


Mr. Arnould in his work on Insurance, that a valuation ° 


“ 


cannot be re-opened except it be “grossly excessive or 
manifestly fraudulent,’ must be modified, and the excep. 
tion be confined to cases where the valuation is fraudulent 
or wagering. 

Thus the temptations to over-valuation are strong; and 
although fraud and in some cases unseaworthiness 
would be a defence, the difficulties of proof are so great 
that underwriters will no doubt, in many cases, pay 
rather than incur suspicion and obloquy by disputing 
claims. The effect is certainly that one of the risks against 
which the underwriter practically insures is the unsea- 
worthiness, either from negligence or fraud of the ship 
insured. The onus of responsibility is shifted from the 
shoulders of the owner, who can remedy the evil to the 
underwriter, who has nothing to do with the ship, and 
merely takes his chance that she will not be so unsea. 
worthy as to go to the bottom. Can it be right, in the 
interest of the public, but more especially in the interests 
of our seamen, to allow the shipowner, who can and who. 
ought to see that his ship is seaworthy, to insure against 
his own recklessness or fraud ¥ 

Mr. Plimsoll’s proposal appears to be that it shall be 
made illegal to insure a ship for more than two-thirds of 
her value, such value to be ascertained by a regular 
scale of valuation based upon her class, build, age, and 
so forth. Freight, we presume, would be valued and 
insured separately, as that, of course, even more than the 
ship herself, must rise and fall in value with the changes 
of the market. Mr. Plimsoll thus proposes two changes: 
First, that it shall be compulsory on the shipowner to be his 
own insurer for one-third of the value of his ship, so as to: 
give him an additional stake on her safety, and an additional 
incentive to make her seaworthy; and, secondly, that the 
valuation shall be an arbitrary one according to scale, so 
as to prevent over-valuation. We are disposed to doubt 
the expediency of the proposal that it should be rendered 
illegal for a shipowner to obtain a complete indemnity. 
In the case of large companies and wealthy shipowners 
there is no hardship in requiring them to be their own 
insurers to the extent of one-third, but where, as is often 
the case, a man’s whole property is his ship, it seems 
hard that he should be compelled by law to leave a third 
of his all uncovered by insurance, and it is obvious that 
having only one risk he cannot afford to be underwriter 
as well as owner. Mr. Plimsoll ‘ays that “if you are too 
poor to run this risk of one-third you have no business to 
be a shipowner at all considering how many lives are placed 
in in your hands.”’ But we confess we are doubtful whether 
capital ought to receive this assistance from the State, 
and should regret to see improved off the face of the 
earth or sea the class of men who are masters as well as. 
owners, and who cannot afford to run the risk of one- 
third, although they may ‘give the best hostage for 
the safety of their crew by sailing on board themselves 
and incurring the same dangers. 

As to the arbitrary system of valuation by tonnage, it 
seems to us that as a preventive of over-insurance it might 
be highly beneficial if rules could be devised sufficiently 
flexible to adapt themselves to the varying requirements 
of shipowners. Over-insurance is no doubt a dangerous 
and unwholesome system. But it must not be forgotten 
that where the whole value in the policy is not covered 
by the insyrance, as is often the case, the assured has 
really an interest in under-valuing his ship. For as in 
the case of a particular average loss he recovers only such 
a proportion of the sum insured as the loss bears to the 
value in the policy, it is evident that thejhigher the value 
the less will be the amount recovered. 

Another check on the system of sending unseaworthy 
ships to sea might be afforded by extending the warranty" 
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of seaworthiness in some manner to time policies. Since 
the decision of Gibson v. Small (4 H. L. Cas. 353) it has 
been clear law that there is no warranty of seaworthiness 
in the case of a time policy. In the case of a voyage 

icy the condition is so rigorously enforced that though 
avessel be lost by reason of some peril wholly unconnected 
with her unseaworthiness—as, for instance, fire or capture 
—still, if she was unseaworthy at the commencement of 
the risk, the assured cannot recover, because the warranty 
of seaworthiness has been broken. This affords an in- 
centive to shipowners to make their ships seaworthy 
pefore they send them to sea insured under a voyage 
policy. But in the case of a time policy there is no such 
warranty, and therefore no such incentive. -It is plain, 
indeed, that it would be at once impossible and compara- 
tively useless to require that a ship should be seaworthy 
at the commencement only of a time risk. The risk may 
yery probably attach when the vessel is in mid ocean or 
ina port of distress, and the very object is to insure not 
for one voyage but for a succession of voyages during the 
currency of the risk. Might it not, however, be possible to 
imply by law that she should be warranted seaworthy at 
the commencement of each voyage during the time in- 
sured ? It may be said that it would be necessary not only 
toimpose such a warranty, but to render it illegal for 
underwriters to dispense with it. That is not an insu- 
perable objection if the system could be made to work, 
and asa matter of fact we do not find underwriters 
dispensing with the warranty of seaworthiness in voyage 
policies. There are, of course, difficulties; but we 
throw out the suggestion for what it is worth, only 
repeating that it cannot be wise or politic, if it can be 
avoided, to allow underwriters to include the unsea- 
worthiness of ships among the risks against which they 
insure. 


RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 


Unctatmep DivipEenps on Stock—Ricut To THE Stock on 
WHICH ACCUMULATED DIVIDENDS HAVE BEEN INVESTED 
by THE NationaL Desr Commissioners. 

Re Ashmead’s Trusts, L.JJ., 21 W. R. 65, L. R. 8 Ch. 113. 
In this case the Lords Justices decided that, where stock 

has been transferred to the Commissioners for the Reduc- 

tion of the National Debt in consequence of the dividends 
thereon having been unclaimed for ten years, the owner 
of the stock is not entitled to the stock upon which the 
accumulated dividends have been invested by the Com- 
missioners in pursuance of section 54 of the recent “Act 
for consolidating with Amendments certain Enactments 
relating to the National Debt’ (33 & 34 Vict. c. 71), but 
can only claim a transfer of the original stock and the 
dividends thereon. The question seems to have arisen 
on the words of section 54, by which, after directing the 
Commissioners to ‘invest the dividends accruing after 
the transfer in the purchase of other like stock to be 
placed to their account of unclaimed dividends, it is 
enacted “that all such dividends and the stock arising 
from the investment thereof shall be held by those Com- 
missioners for the public, subject to the claims of the 
parties entitled thereto.” Itis clear that this section leaves 
quite open the question of how far those claims are to 
extend; and the following section speaks of the re- 
transfer to the person showing his right thereto of the 
stock, and the payment to him of the dividends due 
thereon, “as if the same had not been transferred or 
paid to the National Debt Commissioners.” To hold, 
therefore, that a person entitled to the stock and the 
dividends thereon could, instead of claiming the latter 
simpliciter, ask for the investments thereof which had 
been made in stock, would clearly be to enable him, if 
stock was now dearer than when the accumulations were 
made, to realise the profit, while if stock was now 
cheaper, he would refuse to share the loss, and would fall 





of opinion that the Act did not put the owner of the stock 
in any better position than that usually held by a 
creditor leaving his money in the hands of his debtor. 





Nuisance py Noise AND VIBRATION, 

Gaunt v. Fynney, L.C., 21 W. R. 129, L. R. 8 Ch. 8. 
This case, so far as it related to nuisance by noise and 
vibration, is worthy of notice, as having, apparently, been 
decided on psychological principles. In the opinion of 
the Lord Chancellor the plaintiffs admitted, and 
their evidence proved, that the defendant's mill was 
worked without causing them any nuisance by noise or 
vibration for several years before June, 1870. The 
plaintiffs’ case was, that about that time the mill began 
to be worked with such a degree of noise as to become a 
serious nuisance; and that in and after October, 1870, 
the noise and vibration increased daily. The plaintiffs 
were unmarried ladies, and the evidence of themselves, 
their servants, and friends, was very strong in support of 
their case. On the other hand, the defendants proved 
that, as a matter of fact, no alteration had been made in 
the engine or machinery of the mill, or in the manner of 
working them, since 1865, except some alterations made 
in 1870 to meet the objections of the plaintiffs. Under 
these circumstances, the Court naturally gave the pre- 
ponderance to the evidence which spoke on mere matters 
of fact, and attached less importance to the evidence 
which related to impressions made on the minds of per- 
sons who were prepossessed against the noises made 
by the mill. A quotation made by the counsel 
for the defendant, and referred to by the Lord Chan- 
cellor in his judgment, appears to indicate the gist and 
value of the decision in the case,—‘ The thought upper- 
most in the mind, the predominant idea. or expectation 
makes a real sensation from without assume a different 
character.” Tuke, Influence of the Mind on the Body, 


page 47. 


COMMON LAW. 
Master anp Servant—SratuTory OBLIGATION. 
Handley v. Moffat, C.P. (Ir.), 21 W. R. 231. 

By an Irish statute, apparently still unrepealed (2 Geo. 
1, c. 17, s. 1), upon any servant being discharged or leaving 
service, the master is to give him a certificate in writing 
stating that such servant was his servant, and is dis- 
charged, and, if desired, or if the master thinks fit, stat- 
ing the behaviour of the servant. By section 5 no one is 
to hire a servant without a discharge under the hand of 
the master with whom he last dwelt, and, in case of a re- 
fusal to give it, the servant may apply to some neigh- 
bouring justice of the peace of the county or city where 
the master resides, who is to write to the master (or, if 
he be a peer, to his steward or bailiff), and require the 
reason of refusal, and if no reason is given within five 
days, or the answer show the cause of refusal to be in- 
sufficient, he is required to give a certificate thereof, or 
of such reason or reasons as the master gives, that the 
person about to hire the servant may be apprised of such 
servant’s behaviour: the justice’s certificate to be as 
good to all intents and purposes as if given by the master. 
By section 6 no servant is to be able to recover wages in 
the summary manner provided by the Act (section 1) 
without producing his discharge, or proving it to have 
been given; and any master taking a servant who has 
been in any former service, without a discharge, is to be 
liable to a penalty of £5. 

We say this remarkable statute is apparently unre- 
pealed, because the action of Handley v. Moffat was 
founded upon it. This action, which was brought by a 
servant against his master for refusing a certificate, was 
an attempt to found on the provisions of the statute a 
liability which could be sued upon. The Court decided 
that the same statute which created the obligation, creat- 
ing also.a remedy, no action could be brought for neglect 





back upon the dividends. The Lords Justices were clearly 


of the statutory duty. It is singular that Underhill v. 
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Ellicombe (MC. & Y. 450), which is the leading case on 
this question, was not cited for the defendant. For the 
plaintiff reliance was placed on Atkinson v. Newcastle and 
Gateshead Waterworks Company (20 W. R. 35. L. R. 6 
Ex. 404), but that case, which followed Couch v. Steel 
(2 W. R. 170, 3 E. & B. 402), was certainly not intended 
to overrule Underhill vy. Ellicombe. The distinction 
seems to be between cases where the sanction created by 
the statute is merely penal, and cases where it is truly 
remedial or compensatory; and we believe this distinc- 
tion will reconcile all the cases, except, perhaps, Stevens 
v. Jeacocke (11 Q. B. 731). In the present case the pro- 
visions were clearly of the latter kind. 


have always some interest to minds wearied with the hard 
and dry points of every-day practice. 

“ Virginibus puerisque canto” appears, from the title of 
his book, to be the author's motto ; and from page 18 we 
gather that the maidens, in his opinion, most likely to bg 
benefited by his songs, are the lady novelists. We must, 
however, warn the youths, and themaidens, and the novelists, 
that aperusal of these entertaining pages, sofarfrom makin 
them perfect lawyers, may in some eases actually mislead 
them. For example, at page 21, all English land jg 
stated to be of fee simple tenure, and an estate in fee 
simple is said to give the owner an unlimited power of 
alienation by deed or will. Expressions like these, harm. 
less enongh in the eyes of a person acqwainted with the 
law of real property, may yet give an inexperienced 
reader a very false impression of the law, and may per. 
haps lead to rome startling will cases im the novels of 
the coming seasor. Subsequent pages of course show 
some of the modifieations of these sweeping statements ; 
but we have not been able to find any referenee to: the re. 
strictions placed on gifts ef land to charities, a point to 
which, in his next edition, the author, remembering that 
his friends are as eminent. for their charitable mstinctsag 
their fairness of complexion, wi] surely devote a few pages. 
We have marked several other too sweeping sentences, and 
some inaccoraeies, but we shali pass these by, bacause it 
appears to us that this ‘‘ Profitable Book” is not so’ much. 





Wiri—Unovg INrivence. 

Parfitt v. Lawless, Prob., 21 W. R. 200. 

This important case establishes in a very clear way the 
distinction between deeds and wills, with respect to bene- 
ficiaries occupying a position of confidence and influence 
with the donor. The beneficiary under the will in qaes- 
tion was the confessor of the testatrix, and if the instru- 
ment had been a deed, he would no doubt have been 
required to show affirmatively that he had exercised no 
undue influence. But in the case of a will, Lord Penzance, 
adopting the words of Lord Cranworth, in Boyse v. Ross- 





borough (5 W. R. 414, 6 H. L. Cas. at p. 49), held that 
“undue influence cannot be presumed” from the mere 
fact that the person benefited possessed an influence 
which he might have exercised unduly. The propositions 
which, he held, must be established by those who main- 
tained the invalidity of the will were, that the beneficiary 
had interfered in the making of the will, that he had pro- 
cured the gift to be made to himself, and that he had 
brought this about, not by persuasion or advice, but by 
some coercion or dominionexercised over the testatrix, as 
by importunity so strong that it could not be resisted. 
As none of these propositions were proved, it was not 
absolutely necessary to lay down the necessity of proving 
all; and perhaps if the first two were proved, the fact 
that the beneficiary possessed a very powerful influence 
over the mind of the testator or testatrix, would go far 
to establish the third; it might not be conclusive, but the 
amount of weight to be given to it can only be ascer- 
tained when the question strictly arises for decision. 








REVIEWS. 








Essays for Englishwomen and Law Students—A Profitable 
Book upon Domestic Law. By Perkins, Juntor, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. London: Longmans, Green, & Co. 
1873. 
We must confess that it was with a slight sense of 

misgiving, not to use any harsher term, that we began the 

perusal of this book. which the author, under his pseadonym 
of Perkins, Junior, has dedicated ‘‘to his fair friends, with 
feelings of unbounded admiration”; and our sense of 
discomfort was not lessened when, on turning over its 
pages, we lighted now on a joke, now on a piece of law, 
and now ona moral or even a religions discourse. We 
forced ourselves, however, to buckle to our task; and we 
must now in candour admit that it proved after all an 
entertaining, and tosome extent an instructive, one. In 
the first place we were agreeably surprised to discover 
that the author’s method with his “ fair friends” is, not 
to mix and knead all the law of his book with the sugar of 
pleasant jocularity and genial reflection,—in which case, 
the law would probably bave been lost, and the jokes and 
morality would certainly have been spoiled,—but rather to 
administer first a good strong dose of unmitigated law, 
and then to pop into their perhaps slightly shuddering lips 

a sweet spoonful of humour or genial semi-sermon of talk. 

In the next place the author has managed to bring together 

a number of rather amusing stories more or less connected 

with law, and also a fair quantity of strange questions, 

which have from time to time been decided in our courts ; 


intended te be eonsulted on actus) questions of law; as to 
be read for the purpose of obtaiming a general view of 
the law on the subjects om which % treats. These ate— 
J. Legal studies and law reform; 2. Real estase; : 3 
On the marriage contract; 4 The Married state ard'the’ 
rights of property therein; &. Marriage settlements; ‘6: 
Tie separate use; 7. Ddmestit difference, or the Divorce’ 
Court ; 8. The family; 9. The houseiold; 10. The Court 
of Chancery as a Court of Conscience; 11. On evideree.. 
The Married Womez's Property Act, 1870, is given in am! 
appendix, and following’ this are’notes, giving some of the: 
authovities for the propositions laid down. in the text. On) 
all tiiese subjects the author discourses ay a ‘manner cal. 
culated! to give a geeral readev a very Jair elementary 
view of many important branches and aspects of law. We: 
are glad to welcome anything than has atendency to spread 
among the public a justerestimate than it possesses at pre- 
sent of iow law looks to-those who have to aeal practically 
with it. It is not to the advantage of our profession that 
law shoald appear a mystery which we wish to keep to 
ourselves. With a juster estimate of the law and its 
difficulties will come a fairer'and more consi@szate opinion 
f the praetising lawyer. ; 
7 We we tempted ‘- follow the example of “ Perkins, 
Junior,” and soften the gravityof our previous semarks by 
a lapse intoa lighter style and flimsier matter. For this 
purpose we-eannot do better than give the following ex- 
cerpts from his amusing pages.. Take first: this-description 
of “a pure eonveyancer”’ :~— 
‘* Conveyancers practising-izy chambens rarely 
appear in court, unless some question of real property law 
is under disonesion. On suchk.an occasion an ‘eminent con- 
veyancer enters the court with a -heavy sonse of his re- 
sponsibility, somewhat shy it is true, and alittle ous of his 
element, but. nevertheless prepared to instruet and! advise 
the bench, fer: few indeed are aither the Common. Caw or 
Equity Judges whose opinions-carry much weiglit with ‘a 
pure conveyancer’”’ (page 19). 
Here is a piece of information intended surely fis the 
lady novelists :-— 
“In the case of the marriage: of a ciirgyman, the 
officiating priest. must be a thixd’ party ; fer a mam may 
not marry himself by reading the service over privately 
with a woman, or even by their rehbarsing: it. with every 
form and ceremony in private; nor: would thier presence, 
unknown, of aswitness who peeped make aay difftremee 
(page 48). 
It seems (page 50) that in one instance where ‘a solemn 
elder forbade the banns of marriige on the sole grownd 
that he had “ reserved ‘Hannah to: himself,” Itis objection 
was overruled ; and that in another case (page 170) it was 
laid down thas where an infant is left aawidower, thie ex- 
penses of his tase wife's funeral aro -nocessaries, and sat, 





and such things as these, even when not altogether new, 





as we suppose “nea first thought, mere-luxuriess. 
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Dulwich College and the Endowed Schools Commissioners ; 
a Tract for the Times, ®¥ Jonn R. Apams (Davidson) con- 
tains a very carefal‘and able discussion of the questions 
raised by the scheme framed for Dulwich College by the 
Commissioners. We cannot help thinking that more 
gatisfactory restllts would follow from the Commissioners’ 
operations in other places if similarly temperate and com- 
plete statenrents were laid before the public. 

The Expunsion of the County Courts, the True Basis of 
Legal Reform, by Francis H. Lascgtxes, batrister-at-iaw 
(H. Sweet). The purport of this pamphlet is expiained 
inthe title. Mr. Lascelles proposes that all suitors should 
be at libdtty to commence all causes at law or in equity in 
the County Courts, the onws being thrown upon the defen- 
dant of transferring them to the Superior Courts on giving 
security for costs. He would also give exclusive jurisdic- 
tion to the County Courts in law and equity where the 
mafter in dispute does not exceed £100. We :are glad to 
see'tkat he does not appreve of the suggestien that the 
onnty Court Judges should have criminal jutsdiction. 

The Law and Facts of the Case of the Alabama, by JaMES 
‘O’Down, Esq., Barrister-at-law (Batterworths) contains an 
‘elaborate defence of the conduct of the Customs’ authori- 
tties in the Alabama case. 

Tho author of the Bankruptcy Law Index and Reference, 

with regard to the cemark ‘ia our review of that work 
‘that no reference was made te the case of Ward v. Causton 
‘before the Chief Judge, writes to explain that “as tho 
Lords Justices reversed the decision ‘of the Chief Judge 
the insertion of the latter case would heve led to confusion, 
whilst as the same decision confirmed the decision of the 
County Court Judge (reversed by tke Chief Judge) #he 
County Court ease was properly queted.”’ We certainly 
cannot agree that: complete references entail confusion. He 
also desires to-explain ‘thet the case of Cohen v. Sparke, be- 
fore the Lords Justices, is duly cited ander section 72, whilst 
the case quoted from the Weekly .Notes was a reversal of 
an order of the County Court Judge on a different-occa- 
sion; also that Homan ‘v. Broadbent is quoted in his work 
in relation te fraudulent prefererce. As our complaint 
was that this latter case was net to be found ameng the 
cases relating to ‘‘or&er and disposition,” we do mot see 
how the fect:that ‘it is to be.feund under another head 
affords any answer. It ought not only to be ender the 
head of fraudalentipreference, but also under that of order 
and dispesition. 








COURTS. 


—— + 


THE BRUROPEAN ASSURANCE SOOCESTY 
ARBITRATION.* 
‘(Before Lord Westsury.) 
Jan. 21.—Re'ihe Waterloo Tife $e. Company, ‘Puddicombe’s 
ch se. 
Annwity—Claim after dute fered by advertisement for creditors 

—Order asserted to by oficial liquidator, wet afterwards 

disturded. 

P. obtained‘in 1852 ‘the grant of an annuity from the W. 
Company. “In 1862 this:company amalgamated with the B. N., 
Compuny, whidh thenceforth paid the annuity, til its amalgama- 
tion with theE. Company. Later in the same year, 1862, an 
onler.was made to wind-up the W. Company, awd by advertise- 
ments creditors were calied upon to send tn their claims by the 
9th of February, 1863. P. made no claim then, but in 1872 
she odiwineileave to bring in, and did bring in a claim, the 
heaving of which claim was attended by the solicitors of the 
OPicinl liquiflator, who'did-not oppose, and the claim was conse- 
quently allowed, 

An application to discharge the order allowing the claim, on 
the ground that it shonti have deen opposdd, and that P. was 
barred by aeguiescence antl lapse of time, was refused without 
reference tothe merits of the case, on the special ground that 
the order of the Court of (Chaneery havingtbeen assented to by 
the offioial liquidator was conclusive against Kien. 

This was an application for the purpose of setting aside 
an ortier Which hdd been obtained from the Chief Clerk of 
the Master-of tho Rolls:under the following circumstances. 





The Waterloo Life Education Casualty and Self-Relief 
Assurance Company was incorporated in November, 1851. 
In December, 1852, the company granted an annuity of 
£46 5s. to Miss Puddicombe. In 1862 the company trans- 
ferred its business to the British Nation Company and from 
that time Miss Puddicombe received the instalments of her 
annuity from that company until its amalgamation with 
the European Company, after which time she received 
them from the last mentioned company. In November, 
1862, an order was made by the Court of Chancery to wind 
up the Waterioo Company, and by advertisements dated 
the 9th of January, 1863, the creditors of the company 
were required to send in particulars of their debts and 
claims, en or before the 9th of February, 1853. Miss 
Puddicembe sent in no claim at this time, but on the 15th 
of April, 1872, she applied in chambers for leave to prove 
against the company in respect of her annuity. The leave 
was granted, and on the 25th of April, 1872, she made her 
claim for £326 1ls., and gave evidence in support of it. 
The hearing of the claim was attended by the then solici- 
tors of the official liquidator and was not opposed by them,. 
and@ an order was accordingly made that she should be ad-- 
mxtted a creditor for that sum as the amount of the present 
value of a Government annuity for the sum of £46 ds. per 
annum. It was now contended by the official liquidator 
that Miss Puddicombe had effected a novation with the 
British Nation and with the Earopean Companies, that she 
was barred by lapse of time and acquiescence from estab- 
lishing any claim against the Waterloo Company, and that 
the order admitting her as a creditor ought to be dis- 
charged. 

Higgins, Q.C., and M. Cookson, for the official liquidator . 
Cracknall, for Miss Paddicombe. 

Lord WestBury held that the fact that the order had 
been assented to was conclusive against the liquidator. 
There was not sufficient ground for discharging or re- 
hearing that order, which he should refuse to disturb, 
limiting his decision, however, to the special cireum- 
stances of the case, which was not to be made a precedent 
for any future case coming before him unembarrassed by 
a jadicial order. Costs out of the estate. 

Solicitors, Mercer §* Mercer; G. R. Puddicombe. 





COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorp CHanceELtor and Lord Justice 
MELLIsH.) 
Feb. 2 4.—Nicholson v. Armitage. 
(THE NEW RULES.) 

Graham Hastings applied to the Court under the follow- 
ing circumstances :—An order was made in the above suit 
by Vice-Chancellor Bacon on the 18th of January last. 
that a sum of £4,649 17s. 2d. Consols, part of a larger 
sum standing in the name of the Paymaster-General in 
trust in the cause, being the proceeds of the sale of the 
testator’s estate, should be converted into cash; and that 
the proceeds of the conversion, together with a further 
sum of £2,284 9s. 6d., representing the January dividend 
should be paid to the defendants, to be applied by them 
as income of the testator's estate. The order having been 
drawn up was left on the 5th of February at the office of 
the _Paymaster-General, together with the Registrar's 
certificate. The defendant’s solicitor had applied every 
day for the last fortnight at the office to inquire whether 


Commissioners of the National Debt, in order that he 


been done in consequence of a difficulty between the Bank 
of England and the Commissioners. It appeared that the 
order in question was the first that had been lodged under 
the New Rules made pursuant to the Act ef last Session 
(35 & 36 Vict. c. 44), abolishing the office of the 
Accountant-General, aud transferring his duties to the 
Paymaster-General, He now asked for the assistance of 
the Lord Chancellor to put an end tothis unreasonable 
delay. 

The Lord CHANcELtor said Mr. Hastings had done 
quite right in calling his attention to the difficulty, and 
promised to make immediate inquiries into the matter.— 





* Ropertad by| ENWatxinson, Esq., Barristor-at-Law, 


Times. 


the certificate of conversion had been received from the- 


might obtain the money, but was informed that nothing had' 
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(Before-Vice Chancellor Matins.) 
Feb. 21—Re Breary. 


Appointment of new trustees—Statutory power—23 & 24 Vict. 
c. 145, s. 27—Two trustees appointed in the place of one 
— Vesting order. 

This was a petition by new trustees for a vesting order. 
The testator, by his will, gave all his property to J, J. 
Breary, upon certain trusts. J.J. Breary died intestate, 
leaving an infant heir-at-law. Letters of administration 
were taken out by his widow, who, by indenture dated 
25th January, 1873, in exercise of the statutory power of 
appointment (23 & 24 Vict. c. 145, s. 27) appointed A. 
Laycock and W. Vero trustees of the will in the place of 
her late husband, and assigned to them certain mortgage 
debts and the securities for the same. Thea debts were 
secured on freehold property, and formed part of the trust 
estate. 

J. Cutler submitted that the appointment of two trustees 
in the place of one was a valid exercise of the statutory 
power, and asked for an order vesting in the two new 
trustees the legal estate in the mortgaged hereditaments 
then vested in the infant heir-at-law of the deceased 
trustee. 

Mains, V.C., held that the appointment was valid, and 
made the order. 

Solicitors, Pitman § Lane. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Pepys, acting as Chief Judge.) 
Feb. 14—Re Webster. 

An application under a liquidation for an injunction to re- 
strain proceedings by a creditor must be inade with promptitude, 
and the Court will not entertain an application made two years 
and eight months after the filing of the petition for liquida- 
tien. 

This was an application on behalf of a debtor who had 
obtained his discharge under liquidation proceedings for 
an injunction to restrain an action brought by a creditor. 

The circumstances which gave rise to the application 
were these :— 

On the 5th May, 1870, an action was commenced against 
the debtor jointly with ether persons by Mr. Greenhill, a 
contractor, for damages arising under a contract for the 
formation of a railway in the Isle of Wight, the debtor 
being one of the directors of a company formed for the pur- 
pose of making the railway. 

On the 19th May a declaration was delivered in the 
action, and on the 6th June the debtor filed a petition for 
liquidation by arrangement, under which, on the 30th June 
he obtained his discharge. On the 8th June the debtor 
pleaded separately in the action, and about a year after 
wards he obtained leave to demur, bat at the hearing, 
which did not occur until June, 1872, the Court decided 
against the demurrer. 

Afterwards, in order to assess the damages, notice was 
given forthe 7th of the present month, and the trial 
wonld have taken place on the 13th. On the 7th February 
notice of the present motion was served. 

Winslow, for the applicant.—Under the 289th rule, the 
bankrupt having obtained his discharge, it was imperative 
upon the Court to stay the proceedings, at all events the 
plaintiff could only proceed conditionally: Ex parte Mills, 
ve Manning, 19 W. BR. 912, L. BR. 6 Ch. 594. 

Bagley, for Mr. Greenhill.—The debtor might on the 30th 
June have pleaded his discharge, and it was too late for 
him to apply now to restrain the action, One of the 
essential principles upon these applications for injunctions 
was that they must be male promptly. He referred to 
Ellis y. Silber, L. R. 8 Ch. 83; Bz parte Rock, re Hal, 19 
W. B. 677. 

Mr. Registrar Perrs was of opinion that, according to 
Ez parte Mills, re Manning, and Uz parte Rocke, re Hall, 
the Court had @ discretion in all these cases. 80 long a 
time having been allowed to elapse the present application 
came too late, and inust be dismissed, with costs, 

Solicitor for the applicant, Hawhaford. 

Solicitor for Greenhill, Smith. 
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COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
GuILDHALL. | 


(Before Baron Picorr and a Common Jury.) 
Feb. 24.—Stocken and Another v. Patrick. 


This was an action to recover £248, the amount of a bil] 
of costs due te the plaintiffs while acting as attorneys for 
the defendant’s wife. It appeared that the defendant ang 
his wife had separated in consequence of differences in 
June, 1870. There was an agreement to pay the wife £260 
a year, but the sum was reduced to £200 at Christmas, in 
consequence of the defendant’s decrease of salary, as he 
alleged. In the month of April, 1871, defendant called on 
his wife, and during a dispute an alleged assault was com. 
mitted, in consequence of which the defendant’s wife 
sought the plaintiffs’ professional aid. A deed of separa. 
tion was afterwards drawn up, but after some difference on 
this matter a petition was filed in the Divorce Court in 
August of that year. Subsequently, on March 12, 1872, 
there was an inquiry before the Registrar, when £120a 
year was awarded to defendant’s wife as alimony pendente 
lite. Evidence was produced in support of the alleged 
assault and adultery. 

Cole, Q.C., and Thesiger were counsel for the plain. 
tiffs; Henry James Q.C., and J. O. Grifits appeared for 
the defendant. 

Griffits, on behalf of the defendant, submitted there wag 
no case, as after the alleged adultery was committed it had 
been condoned by the cohabitation of the parties ; that, 
therefore, Mrs. Patrick had no grounds to sue for a divorce, 
and that one act of assault was not sufficient on which to 
ground a judicial separation. Bat his Lordship declined to 
withdraw questions of fact from the jury. In the wit. 
ness-box the defendant’himself denied the assault and also 
the adultery. 

His Lorpsup left four questions to the jury :—1l. Was 
there an assault on the 11th of April sufficient for legal 
eruelty ? Answer, Yes, 2. Did the plaintiffs make fall in. 
quiries to satisfy them so as to justify their acting as 
solicitors ? Answer, Yes. 3. Was the defendant’s wife 
receiving one-third of her husband’s income at the time of 
the commencement ofthe plaintiff's services ? Answer, 
Yes. 4. Was it necessary to carry on the proceedings 
further by filing the petition in the Divorce Court? An- 
swer, No. 

The learned JupGE thereupon directed a verdict for the 
plaintiffs, with leave to the defendant to move on all points 
raiged,—Abridged from the Times. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
BRADFORD. 
(Before W. T. S. Dantex, Esq., Q.C.) 
Feb. 11.—Le Thomas. 
Stoppage in transitu— When the transitus is at an end, 

The buyerof goods sold on credit and sent by rail was informed 
by the railway company that the goods had arrived at the 
station, and an invoice was forwarded to him of the charge for 
carriage, which, under the terms of the purchase, he was bound 
topay. The buyer did not pay this charge, but directed the 
company to warehouse the goods in his name in their bonding 
warehouse, which they accordingly did, The buyer, before 
paying for goods or carriage, became bankrupt. 

Held that, notwithstanding the non-payment by the buyer of 
the charge for carriage, the transitus was determined and the 
right of the sellers to stop the goods ceased when they were 
delivered in the bonding warehouse and entered in the company's 
books as warchoused on account of the buyer, 


This was a motion on bebalf of the trustee for an order 
that the Midland Railway Company should forthwith deliver 
to the trustee certain goods stored in their bonding ware- 
house at Bradford, consisting of wine and spirits, or that the 
company should pay to the trustee the sum of £280 0s, 4d., 
the value of the goods, and the costs, 

Messrs, Watson & Dickons appeared for the trustee (Mr. 
H. A. Murgatroyd), and Shaw, for the Midland Railway 
Company and Messrs. Tomms., 

The following are the circumstances of the case:—On 
the 11th of July last the bankrupt, trading as a wine mer- 
chant, purchased from Messrs. Doman and Co,, London, 
the wines and spirits mentioned in the notice of motion, 
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-all in bond ; and an invoice of the goods was on the same 
day forwarded to the bankrupt at his place of business at 
Windhill. By the terms of purchase, the bankrupt was to 
pay the charges for the removal of such of the goods as were 
in bond, and also the charges of carriage, and they were to 
be forwarded by the Midland Railway from London to 
Bradford. Payment was to be made by two bills of the 
bankrupt—one for £80 0s. 4d. at three months, and the 
other for £200 at six months—£280 0s. 4d. the total amount. 
The invoice price of the goods now in question was £231 2s. 7d. 
The goods, the subject of the present action, were forwarded 
from London by the Midland Railway Company on the 
15th July, and arrived on the 17th in due course at Bradford. 
The bankrupt was informed by the railway company of the 
arrival of the goods, and an invoice was sent to him of the 
charge for carriage, which amounted to £5 16s. 6d. The 
company had a bonding warehouse at Bradford, and_ the 
bankrupt upon notice of the arrival of the goods at Bradford 
did not pay the charge for carriage, but directed the com- 
pany to warehouse the goods in his name in their bonding 
warehouse and the company did so. For the goods so ware- 
housed a certain amount was charged by the company for 
warehouse rent so long as they remained warehoused, sub- 
ject tothe order of the person in whose name they were 
warehoused, and such name might be changed from time to 
time by order of the person in whose nanie they were 
warehoused. When the goods were sold and delivered out 
all charges were previously required to be paid. ‘The bank- 
rupton the 22nd of July sent to Messrs. Tomms and Co. 
bills for the sums of £80 Os. 4d. and £200. On the 3rd of 
September the bankrupt filed his petition for liquidation, 
and up to that time the goods in question together with 
other wines and spirits of the bankrupt, had remained in 
the bonding warehouse of the company in-his 6wn name. On 
the 4th of September the present trustee was appointed 
receiver under the liquidation, and, on the 14th of Septem- 
ber, accompanied by the bankrupt, went to the bonding 
warehouse of the company, and took out some brandy there 
in bond and warehoused in the bankrupt’s name, paying 
the charge thereon. ‘This brandy had been purchased by 
the bankrupt on credit and not paid for, and the company’s 
manager stated that they had received notice from the 
vendor not to part with it, but the trustee insisting upon 


his right as receiver, and slemanding it as the bankrupt’s 
property, the company gave it up to him on payment of 


the duty and warehouse rent. On that occasion the com- 
ny’s manager said there was £5 ls. 6d. due for goods 
ying in the warehouse in the bankrupt’s name, meaning 
the goods in question, and he must have that amount also. 
The trustee thereupon observed that the company held the 
goods as security and he would pay the company when he 
wished to take the goods out of the warehouse. The 
manager did not raise any further objections or state 
that the company had then received any notice from 
Messrs. Tomms & Co. not to part with the goods, and 
there was not any evidence that the company had at that 
time received any such notice. The first meeting under 
the liquidation was held on the 18th of September, and 
at that meeting the bankrupt was questioned by the 
solicitor for Messrs. ‘Tomms as to his dealings. The goods 
in question had been treated by the bankrupt in bis 
accounts exhibited at the meeting as part of kis stock in 
trade. The meeting was adjourned to the 25th of Septem- 
ber, and in the interval, Messrs. Tomms and Co. gave 
notice to the company not to part with the goods. Durin 
the interval between the two meetings the trustee applied 
to the company to take samples of the goods in question, 
and was then informed that the company had received notice 
from Messrs. Tomms & Co. not to part with the goods. 
At the adjourned meeting of creditors on the 25th of Sep- 
tember, the creditors. refused to come to any resolution, 
and on the same day the debtor was by his consent adju- 
dicated bankrupt on the petition of a creditor, and on the 
15th of October the present trustee was duly appointed. On 
the Sth cf December the trustee paid to the company the 
sum of £5 16s. 6d. their charges for the carriage of the goods 
4h question, and the company gave him a receipt, and on 
the 7th of December the trustee ascertained by searching 
the books of the company at the bonding warehouse that 
under the entry of the goods as received for the baukrupt 
ere was an entry in red ink as follows :—“ Transferred 
to the account of Tomms & Co. 17/ 10/ 1872.” He was 
informed by the company’s agent that such entry had been 
made under the direction of Mr. Allport, the general mana- 





ger of the company, on the 17th of October, 1872, in pur- 
suance of a notice given to the company by Messrs. 
Tomms & Co., and upon an indemnity given by them to the 
company. 

His Honour said that upon these facts the only 
question argued before him was whether the non-payment 
by the 3s ant of the carriage prevented the delivery of 
the goods being such a complete delivery as to determine 
the transitus. {t was not disputed by the counsel for the 
company that if the charge for carriage had been paid the 
transitus would have been determined when the goods were 
delivered in the bonding warehouse and entered in the 
company’s books as warehoused on account of the bankrupt. 
As between Messrs. Tomms & Co. and the bankrupt, the 
bonding warehouse at Bradford was the final destination 
of the goods. They were at home as far as the bankrupt 
was concerned. The company had fully performed their 
contract as carriers when they had safely carried the goods 
to Bradford and given the bankrupt notice of their arrival 
as waiting his orders, and when they, in obedience to his 
orders, delivered the goods into their bonding warehouse 
and there warehoused them in his name, they held them as 
his property and as his agent under a new contract, Ina 
character distinct from that of carriers—viz., that of ware- 
housemen—in respect of which new and distinct rights and 
iabilities were made. They were no longer liable as car- 
riers, but became liable only for negligence as bailees for 
hire. After quoting in support of his view the cases of 
Crawshay v Eades, 1 B. & C. 181 ; Rowe v. Pickford, § Taunt. 
83; Whiteread v. Anderson, 9 M. & W. 535; and Robson 
on Bankruptcy 2nd ed. pp. 353—357, his Honour said the 
order would be for the delivery by the railway company to 
the trustee of the goods mentioned in the notice of motion, 
and that the company pay the costs of the motion, to be 
taxed by the Registrar. 








APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. Ricard Patty, of Shrewsbury, has been appointed 
a Perpetual Commissioner for taking acknowledgments of 
deeds by married women. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Are BARRISTERS TO BE RENDERED LEGALLY RESPONSIBLE ? 


Sir,—I: was, I suppose, the unfortunate style which Mre 
C. E. Lewis, M.P., thought fit to make use of in his 
speech as Chairman of the recent meeting at the Free- 
mason’s Tavern, that has hitherto prevented the members 
of the Bar from taking any notice of his strange attack 
upon their branch of the profession. And certainly, for my 
own part, I should not have troubled you with any 
remarks on his speech, or his avowed intention of urging 
the House of Commons, so soon as he has taken his seat, 
to make barristers legally responsible for the due perform- 
ance of their professional work, had I not noticed in 
a recent number of your journal that the Birmingham Law 
Society expressed their approval of his intended 
course of action. Perhaps you will kindly allow me 
through your columns to call the attention of this society, 
and any other persons who may feel inclined to give a 
hasty approval to the proposal of Mr. Lewis, to some 
inconveniences which would attend its adoption. 

Let me preface the few remarks I am abont to make by 
pointing ont that with respect to the chief if not the 
only ground on which Mr. Lewis is going to base his 
radical change in the position of the Bar, the remedy is 
simple and easy, and, what is perhaps more tothe purpese, 
is already in the hands of the other branch of the pro- 
fession. This ground is that,as the present system is 
now worked, one of the two or more barristers engaged in 
a case is occasionally absent from court when the case is 
called en. Now it is plain that, inasmuch as the judges 
will not postpone a case because one of the counsel is 
away, the proposed change in the law of responsibility 
would be useless, for what sensible barrister would accept 
a brief on the understanding that whatever might take 
place, and whatever might be the other interests impera- 
tively claiming his attention, he would be in Court when 
the case came on under the penalty that, if ajary should 
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think that the case was lost through his absence, he would, 
at his own expense, put his client in the same position as 
if he had gained it? The matter requires merely to be 
stated to show that a rule imposing such a fine for absence 
as this would be made only to be evaded and laughed at. 
But the remedy for the grievance is, as I have said, 
already in the hands of clients. Let them run less after 
“the first talent,” and combine among themselves to give 
their cases to the men who are most reliable for keing on 
the spot, and they will soon cure the evil they complain of. 

But the object of my letter is to point out the incon- 
venient results which the adoption of Mr. Lewis’s proposal 
would bring in its train. I will content myself with asimple 
enumeration of them. In the first place then, there would 
have to be a complete and universal rise in barristers’ fees. 
The present scale of fees has of course come about as the 
resultant of all the circunistances under which a barrister 
works, the absence of legal responsibility being not one of 
the least important. What sensible man who had any- 
thing to lose would draw the pleadings at law or in equity 
for a guinea or two where the measure of his responsibility 
was the value ofan‘ estate of perhaps thousands of pounds ? 
And what conveyancer would ever, under similar circum- 
stances, settle a deed conveying a valuable property for a 
couple of guineas? A solicitor has a vast number of per- 
fectly easy and routine matters to carry through, and out 
of his considerable earnings on those he can put by a reserve 
fund to meet the consequences of possible mistakes, and 
then he can always protect himself by employing counsel 
in difficult matters ; but as a general rule a barrister is 
perpetually called on to deal with difficult matters, and if 
his responsibility were established, he could not protect 
himself in any way whatever. I think therefore it is plain 
that a considerable increase in barristers’ fees would follow 
the adoption of Mr. Lewis’s proposal. 

In the second place, a barrister would, for his own pro- 
tection, be obliged to require to be furnished with copies, 
to be kept by him, of his instructions in all matters laid 
before him, and of all deeds and documents which accom- 
panied his instructions. It is obvious that if he were not 


supplied with such copies he would be at the mercy of any 


unscrupulous client, who might be willing, in order to 
escape from the consequences of his own unskilfalness or 
negligence, to swear that proper means were given to the 
barrister for enabling him to form a correct opinion upon, 
or properly conduct the case of the person whose iuterests 
were at stake. No doubt in the case of the majority of 
solicitors such a precaution would be unncessary, but, if the 
rule proposed were adopted, it would be absolutely neces- 
sary for the barrister to guard himself against every contin- 
geucy, and he must obviously adopt the practice in all cases, 
or in none. I need not point out how cumbrous and expen- 
sive a thing the employment of counsel would be rendered 
by this result of Mr. Lewis’s proposal. 

In the third place, every barrister would of necessity be- 
come more fidgetty about his work, and therefore less 
likely to do it well and certain not to do it so quickly. 

Many other inconveniences may be suggested as likely 
to arise from the contemplated change in the legal position 
of the bar. Bnt I have already occupied too great a 
portion of your space, and must leave the matter to be 
taken up, if it is thought worth taking up at all, by other 
and more able hands. A Barrister. 

Lincoln’s Inn. 


CierxsHip Oy Recoxps anv Writs. 


Sir,—A few years ago, and soon after the appointment of 
Mr. Grubb to the office of Clerk of Records and Writs, a 
communication, signed by myself and by upwards of fifty 
of the most eminent firms of solicitors in London, was ad- 
dressed to the Master of the Rolls, suggesting to his Lord- 
ship the importance of maintaining the efficiency of that 
office, and bringing under his Lordship’s notice the claims 
of Mr. Braithwaite, of the Record and Writ Clerks’ office, 
whose valuable services rendered during the long period 
of thirty years were well known to and highly appreciated 
by the whole legal profession, and stating that “ nothing 
would be more gratifying to our branch of the profession, 
and especially to those members of it who have had per. 
sonal knowledge of him and of his very valuable services, 
than his appointment to higher office in the department in 
which he has served so faithfully and so well.” 








Events have, however, discouraged the expectation that: 
the recommendation above referred to would be given effect: 
to in favour of Mr. Braithwaite. For the opinion has long 
been gaining ground that three Clerks of Records and 
Writs are really no longer necessary. Certainly those who 
have had frequent occasion to resort tothe Record and 
Writ Office, and are best acquainted with the performance. 
of duty by the several officers therein, well know that the 
personal duties of the Clerks of Records and Writs—duties. 
consisting chiefly of administering oaths and signing 
official documents prepared by the assistant clerks, have 
durirg twenty years past been performed in common ina 
room apart from the general room in the office in which 
the great bulk of the business of the office is transacted, 
and could not but conclude that a triple headship of that 
office costing the country £4,000 per year was no longer 
necessary, and that one chief, with provision for deputed 
assistance, would effectually secure the efficient and due 
despatch of the business and work of the office. 

Now will it be credited that in the face of these facts 
the Master of the Rolls has filled{the vacancy created by 
the recent death of Mr. Murray, one of the Clerks of Re. 
cords and Writs, by appointing thereto his own son, called 
to the bar in 1864, transferring him, too, from the under-. 
secretaryship at the Rolls, an office to which he was ap- 
pointed at alarge salary only a few weeks ago ? 

I will only say, can this be regarded as a proper thing 
to be done in the face of impending legal reforms ? and, 
will not the legal profession protest against it. 

Artuur C. JENKINSON. 

1, Corbet Court, Gracechurch-street, E.C. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Feb. 24.—Bastardy Law Amendment Bill.—The Amend-. 
ments to this Bill were considered and agreed to. 

The Custody of Infants Bi/l.—Mr. W. Fowler, in moving 
the second reading of this Bill, said he proposed to extend 
the provisions of Serjeant Talfourd’s Act, which enable the 
Court in certain cases to give the custody of a child under 
seven to the mother. The material clause in the Bill ex- 
tended the age of the child to sixteen. He proposed by: 
his Bill to repeal Serjeant Talfourd’s Act.—Mr. Gregory 
remarked that it would be advisable to re-enact the ex- 
ception by which the Court could make no order in a case 
where the mother had been convicted of adultery, and pro- 
vision should be made to protect the husband in such cases 
in the matter of costs. ‘The Bill was read asecond time. 

Feb. 25.—Record of Titles (Ireland) Amendment Bill.— 
Sir R. Torrens, in introducing a Bill toamend the Record 
of Titles (Ireland) Act of 1865, referred to the advantages 
derived in Australia from the record of titles, and quoted. 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, the Master of the Rolls in 
Ireland, and Lord Cairns in support of the desirability 
of introducing registration in Ireland, which was prepared 
for it by the completeness of its Ordnance survey and its 
subdivision into townlands. 

Settlements of Land.—Mr. Wren Hoskyns brought in a 
Bill to simplify the title to land by a modification in the 
law and practice of land settlement upon lives not in 
being. 

Tithe Commutation Acts Amendment.—Mr. A. Vivian 
bronght in a Bill to amend the Tithe Commutation Acts. 
with respect to hop grounds and market gardens (see ante 

», 200). 

, ro Children Bill.—-Mr. Pell, in moving that the 
House should go intoCommittee upon the Bill, stated that 
as he found the Government had taken the matter up he 
should sot ask the House to proceed further with this 
measure.—Mr, W. E. Forster said, upon that understanding, 
he should not object to the House going into Committee 
upon the Bill. The House went into committee, but pro- 
gress was immediately reported. 

Public Worship Facilities Bill.—Mr. Salt, in moving the se- 
cond reading of this Bill, stated that it proposed that clergy- 
men should be licensed with the consent, of the incumbent 
in places where additional means of pablic worship were 
wanted, and it contained provisions against any interference 
on the part of his successor, Next, it proposed that where 
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the incumbent would not give his consent, the Bishop 
might license clergymen upon the requisition of a certain 
number of parishioners, and lastly it contained provisions 
for giving facilities for public worship in chapels attached 
to private houses.—After a few words from Mr. Beresford 
Hope and Mr. Monk the Bill was read a second time.— 
Mr. Beresford Hope then moved that it be referred toa 
Select Committee, and the motion was seconded by Mr. 
Percy Wyndham, but was rejected on a division by a 
majority of 31. 

Industrial Provident Societies Bill_—This Bill was read a 
second time. 

Feb. 26.—Poor Law (Scotland) Bill—The second read- 
ing of this Bill was moved by Mr. Craufurd, but, after a 
debate, the Bill was thrown out by a majority of 133. 

Bastardy Laws Amendment Act.—This Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

Labourers’ Cottages (Scotland).—Mr. Fordyce brought in 
a Bill to facilitate the erection of labourers’ cottages and 
other buildings by agricultural tenants in Scotland. 

Local Government Districts—Mr. Andrew Johnston 
brought in a Bill providing for a Consolidated Rate in local 
Government districts. 

Feb. 27.—Law of Evidence.—Mr. Straight asked the At- 
torney-General whether, in the new Bill he proposes intro- 
ducing to amend the law of evidence, it was proposed to 
make husband and wife respectively capable of being 
called as witness one for another in criminial cases.— The 
Attorney-General said he proposed by his Bill to state the 
law only, not to make any change. 

Railway and Canal Trafic Bill—On the motion for the 
second reading of the Railway and Canal Traffic Bill, Mr. 
Hunt said he could see no superiority in the new tribunal 
over theoldone. To arbitrate between companies it might 
beof service, but then the companies, and not the public, 
should pay for it.—Mr. Dodson pointed out that the Bill 
simply afforded facilities for carrying out the principles of 
tho Canal and Traffic Act of 1854. The tribunal to be ap- 
pointed under it would not take into its hands the control or 
administration of railways. It would have no initiative 
power whatever, but would stand in the place of the Court 
of Common Pleas in giving effect to the principles of the 
Act of 1854, and it would further discharge the important 
function of arbitrator between the members of the public 
and railway companies, and between company and com- 
pany in such matters as the working of a common station. 
~—After some debate the Bill was read a second time. 

Salmon Fisheries.—Mr. Winterbotham brought in a Bill 
to discontinue the office of Commissioners of Salmon 
Fisheries in England. 








OBITUARY. 


SIR WILLIAM FRY CHANNELL. 


We deeply regret to announce the death of this distin- 
guished lawyer, whose retirement from the bench we so 
recently chronicled. Strong hopes were entertained at the 
time he resigned the office of judge that the relief thereby 
obtained from the toil and anxiety of circuit work might 
restore his health, and enable his vigorous intellect and 
great acquirements to be still employed for the benefit of 
the public and the profession. Last week we announced 
his elevation to the Privy Council, but he lived only a few 
days to enjoy the honour. The painful disease under which 
he laboured on Saturday morning assumed a dangerous 
form, and in spite of everything which the highest medical 
skill could suggest, he gradually sank, and early on Wed- 
nesday morning breathed his last. 

The late judge was the son of Pike Channell, Esq., of 
Peckham, Surrey, and was born about the year 1804 Ata 
rather early age he became a student at the Inner Temple, 
and was called to the Bar in 1827. Having chosen the 
Home Circuit he obtained a largo practice as a junior, and 
ultimately rose to the position of leader. In 1848 he be- 
came a serjeant, and for many years enjoyed a leading 
business in the Court of Common Pleas. Before his 
elevation to the bench he was often deputed to sit on Cir. 
cuit for the Judges ; and when Baron Alderson died in 1857 
he was selected to fill the place of that able judge. We 
expressed so recently (ante p, 179) the universal opinion of 








the profession as to the manner in which he fulfilled the 
duties of his high position, that we need not here dwell 
upon his intellectual qualifications ; but even the slightest 
notice would be incomplete, if it did not refer to the per- 
sonal characteristics which rendered the late Judge as 
much liked as he was respected by all who came in contact 
with him. So long as thorough conscientiousness, profound 
learning, and true courtesy are valued, the memory of Sir 
W. F. Channell will be held in honour by the Bar. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting cf this society was held on Wednesday, the 
26th February, Mr. H. Lewis Arnold in the chair. Mr. 
Rubenstein opened the subject for the evening’s debate, 
viz. :—‘ That attorneys and solicitors should be eligible for 
all judicial appointments except those of Judges in the 
Superior Courts of Law and Equity.” The motion was 
lost by a majority of one. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society on Tuesday last, at the 
Law Institution, the question discussed was was No. 512 
Legal :—‘“ Was the case of Earl of Aylesford v. Morris, 
21 W. R. 188, rightly decided ?” Mr. Albert Lewis opened 
the debate in the affirmative, on which side the question 
was ultimately decided by a slight majority. 


oe 


HUDDERSFIELD LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING 
SOCIETY. 

The usnal meeting of this society was held on Monday 
last. The subject for discussion was as follows: “Is a 
solicitor mortgagee who acts for himself in a redemption 
suit entitled to costs beyond those ont of pocket (Price v. 
McBeth, 12 W. R. 818; Sc/ater v. Cottam, 5 W. R. 744) 2?” 
It was decided in the affirmative by an majority of two. 








Tue New Scueme or Lecat Evvcation.—Mr. Amphlett 
Q.C., and Mr. Deane Q.C., have retired from the Council 
of Legal Education, and Mr, Roebuck, Q.C., and Mr. Dicken- 
son Q.C., have taken their places. The largest attendance 
at the opening lectures of the new professors was at the 
lecture of the Equity Professor, when sixty-six students 
were present. The Professor of the Common Law had an 
attendance of sixty, the Professor of Jurisprudence, fifty- 
seven, and the Professor of Keal and Personal Property, forty- 
nine. The Tutor in the Law of Real and Personal Property 
had an attendance at his first-class of nine, while the Tutor in 
Roman Civil Law opened with an attendance of twenty- 
The Professor of Jurisprudence has undertaken private 
classes in Constitutional Law and Legal History. We believe 
that, notwithstanding the resolution passed by the benchers 
authorising the Council to admit to the lectures of the pro- 
fessors “persons” not students of any Inn of Court, no 
such “ person”’ has yet attended the lectures. 

Accountant TrusTgEEs.—A singular instance of the in- 
conveniences attendant upon the present “ accountint 
trustee” system occurred at the Court of Bankruptcy last 
week, A bankrupt applied to pass his public examination, 
the trustee in the case being a member of a firm of ac- 
countants. It uppeared that no accounts had been filed, 
and the bankrupt sought to excuse himself by stating that 
the accounts had been prepared by one of the partners in the 
firm of which the trustee was a member, and the partner 
refused to file them unless he was paid a sum of two guineas. 
The trustee was examined, and he stated that he knew no- 
thing personally of the matter, but he believed his firm had 
received instructions to prepare the accounts. The bank- 
rupt said one of the members of the firm had the matter in 
hand, and he demanded two guineas before filing the ac- 
counts. Mr, Registrar Brougham, who presided as Chief 
Judge, disapproved of the course which had been adopted, 
and expressed his opinion that the accountant had no right 
to retain the accounts. The case must be adjourned, and he 
was very much inclined to order the accountant to pay th 
bankrupt's costs of the adjournment. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORFORATED LAW SCCILETY. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The Preliminary Examination in General Knowledge will 
take place on Wednesday, the 16th, and ‘Thursday, the 
17th July, 1873, and will comprise— 

1, Reading aloud a passage from some English author. 

2. Writing from dictation. 

3. English Grammar. 

4, Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic—A competent knowledge of the first four 
rules, simple and compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History—Questions on English History. 

8. Latin—Elementary knowledge of Latin. 

9. 1. Latin. 2. Greek, Ancient or Modern. 
4. German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian. 

The Special Examiners have selected the following books, 
in which candidates will be examined in the subjects num- 
rig 9 at the Examination on the 16th and 17th July, 

73:— ‘ 

In Latin . . Livy, Book X., or Terence, Andria. 

In Greek - Sophocles, Antigone. 

In Modern Greek Beyroris ‘Ierogia ris *Amtpitiis BiBrioy es 

In French . . . Emile de Bonnechose, Bertrand du 

Guesclin, or E. A. Gask’s Select 
Fables of La Fontaine. 

In German. . . Schiller, Geschichte des dreissigjihrigen 
Krieges, or Giethe, Iphigenie auf 
Tauris. 

. Cervantes, Don Quixote, cap. xv. to xxx., 
both inclusive, or Moratin, El Si de 
las Ninas. 

- Manzoni’s I Promessi Sposi, cap. i. to viii., 
both inclusive, or Tasso’s Gerusalemme, 
4, 5, and 6 cantos, and Volpe’s Eton 
Italian Grammar. 

With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candi- 
date will be examined in one language only, according to 
his selection. Candidates will have the choice of cither of 
the above-mentioned works. 

The examinations will be held at the Incorporated Law 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, and at some of the 
following Towns :—Birmingham, Brighton, Bristol, Cam- 
bridge, Cardiff, Carlisle, Carmarthen, Chester, Durham, 
Exeter, Lancaster, Leeds, Lincoln, Liverpool, Maidstone, 
Manchester, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Oxford, Plymouth, Salis- 
bury, Shrewsbury, Swansea, Worcester, York. 

Candidates are required by the Judges’ Orders to give one 
calendar month’s notice to the Incorporated Law Society 
before the day appointed for the examination, of the language 
in which they propose to be examined, the place at which 
they wish to be examined, and their age and place of educa- 
tion. All notices should be addressed to the Secretary of 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


3. French. 


{n Spanish . 


In Italian . . 








THE APPEAL OF MR. EDWIN JAMES. 


As we mentioned in our last, the hearing of the appeal 
of Mr. Edwin James, against a decision of the Benchers of 
the Middle Temple twelve years ago, was commenced on 
Thursday week before Lord Chief Baron Kelly, who acted as 
President of the Court, Baron Martin, Justice Blackburn, 
Baron Pigott, Justice Keating, Justice Quain, and Justice 
Grove. The proceedings were conducted in the Hall of 
Serjeants’ Inn, Chancery-lane. 

Mr. James conducted his own case, Mr. George Lowis 
acting as his solicitor; the beuchers of the Inner Temple 
were represented by Mr. Charles Butt, Q.C., and Mr. 
Pender. 

It will be remembered that in the spring of 1861, the 
Benchers of the Inner Temple instituted an inquiry, which 
terminated in the passing of a resolution, on the 18th of 
July, 1861, vacating Mr. James's call to the Bar, and 
striking his name off the books of the society. On the 
20th of July, 1861, he, by his solicitor, gave notice of his 
intention to appeal to their Lordships against the resolu- 
tion; but it was only upon his recent return from America 
that he found himself in a position to prosecute the appeal. 
The inquiry instituted by the Benchers had reference to 
hig pecuniary transactions with the present Earl of Yar. 





borough, the late Mr. Ingram, and Mr. William Henry 
Fryer. The last case was not gone'into before the Judges, 

On Thursday Mr. James opened his case in a speech 
lasting the whole day, in which he argued in support of 
his appeal against his disbarment in respect to the case of 
Scully v. Ingram, as to which it was suggested he had 
received a bribe of £1,000. As to this he stated, in hig 
memorial to the Judges, that he was the leading counsel 
for Mr. Scully, in the trial in December, 1858, when a 
verdict was found for the plaintiff, with £300 damages. A 
new trial was moved for by the defendant, and the rule 
having been made absolute, the second trial was held in 
February, 1860. In the interval between the two trials, 
Mr. Ingram advanced the petitioner £1,000, by way of 
loan. Mr. Ingram was a member of Mr. James's conmittee 
at the Marylebone election, and it had been communicated 
to Mr. James that three or four friends were willing to 
assist him with loans of £1.000 each for re-imbursing the 
expenses of that election, and that Mr. Ingram would be 
one. Mr. Ingram proffered his assistance, and mentioned 
the subject several times before he made the loan. Mr. 
James naturally felt under an obligation to the gentlemen 
who had thus assisted him, and to Mr. Ingram he wrote a 
note, in which he said, you shall not regret your kindness 
tv me: It was endeavoured to be shown that this expres- 
sion had reference to the then forthcoming second trial of 
Scully v. Ingram. As to this Mr. James submitted that, 
beyond the impropriety, which he admitted, of placing 
himself under a pecuniary obligation to one to whom he 
was professionally opposed, no case whatever was made 
out against him; and the attempt to fasten upon hima 
charge of corruption in the performance of his duty as an 
advocate, he contended was entirely disproved by a pe- 
rusal and comparison of the two accounts of the “ open. 
ings” at the trials, which were, he said, in fact identical, 
At the hearing on Thursday Mr. James, after referring to all 
these circumstances, appealed to the Judges, many of whom 
he had known during the whole of his professional career, to 
say whether he had ever failed, to the best of his ability, 
+o do his duty to his clients. He also contended that the 
whole of the evidence taken before the Benchers in that 
particular action, including that of the rest of the counsel 
engaged in it, disproved that he had been guilty of any 
professional malpractice in his conduct of the cause. 

On Friday the charges with reference to Lord Worsley, 
were gone into. As to these, Mr. James stated, in his 
memorial, that in 1860 he became security for a sum 
borrowed by Lord Worsley. In the same year Lord 
Worsley first became security for him by endorsing a note 
for £2,500. The amounts for which Lord Worsley sub- 
sequently became security for the petitioner were set forth - 
in the evidence of Mr. Parkes. Lord Worsley never asked 
for and never received any of the money thus raised by 
the petitioner. In February, when the exposure of the 
petitioner’s affairs occurred, he had from £3,000 to £4,000 
at his banker’s, which remained from the amount ad- 
vanced, and which he hoped and intended, with the aid of 
his income, then between £8,000 and £9,000 a year, to 
have applied in reduction of Lord Worsley's liabilities as 
they matured. Evidence was read in support of these 
statements. 

Mr. Butt, Q.C., replied on behalf of the Benchers, review- 
ing the facts connected with the case of Lord Worsley, who, 
he said, when only 22 years of age, was induced to become 
surety for Mr. James to the extent of £5,000. He dwelt 
upon the circumstance that on the Earl of Yarborough, his 
father, being made acquainted with the matter, and writ- 
ing to Mr. James asking for explantions, the latter in 
giving those “explanations’’ expressed his great sorrow 
that he should have induced Lord Worsley to become 
surety, adding that nothing in his life had ever given him 
more pain, and that the loan should speedily be repaid. 
Mr. James, he said, showed that regret by increasing the 
liabilities he had induced Lord Worsley to enter into in 
nine months to upwards of £20,000. 

On Saturday the argument of Mr. Butt was concluded, 
and Mr. James afterwards replied. 

The decision of the Judges was that Mr. James had 
shown no adequate cause for reversing the decision of 
the Benchers of the Inner Temple, and that he could not 
therefore be re-admitted to practice at the Bar.—Condensed 
from the “ Times.” 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, Feb. 28, 1873. 


8 per Cent. Consols, 923 Annuities, April, 785 93 

Ditto for Account, Mar. 6, 923 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 18% 

3 per Cent. Reduced 92 Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. 1 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 92 Ditto, £500, Do —1 pm 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, £100 & £200, —l1 pm 

Do, 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 4} per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 249 
Annuities, Jan, ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


{India Stk.,10}pCt.Apr.'74,205 |) Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 1053 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July,’80 105} Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account ,— April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. ’88 1064 Do.Do, 5 per Cent.,Ang.’73 101 
Ditto,ditto ,Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4per Ct.,£ (00 
itto Enfaced Ppr.,4per Cent.97| Dittc,ditto,ande: £1100 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


Railways. Paid. (Closing Prices, 





Stock! Bristol and Exeter 
Stock) Caledonian . 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western 
Stock) Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .. 
Stock, Great Northern 

| Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock! Great Western—Original...... 
Stock} Lancashire and Yorkshire ..........00+8 
Stock) London, Brighton, and Soath Coast... 
Stock! London, Chatham, and Dover.,.......... 
Stock’ London and North-Western 
Steck! London and South Western 
Stock! Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ....., 
Stock) Metropolitan 
TUR Tis, ENOUTIOS . sennapssaronnensovonscnsoncesnpnsense .| 
Stock; Midland 
Stock) North British 
Stock) North Eastern seeeee 
Stock, North London snes | 
Stock) North Staffordshire ... ergecedseccecee 
Stock) South Devon * 
Stock] South-Eastern ....corees-sosorseseceveceecsecseccrves.co} 100 | 





























* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Money MARKET AND Ciry INrevtianso. 


The Bank rate of discount remains the same, and there | 


is no alteration of importance in the position of the Bank. 
English railway stocks were pressed for sale in the early 
part of the week, and prices fell between one and two per 
cent. Caledonian and North British have been especially 
flat on rumours of an anfavourable dividend. ‘The teudency 
of the market is still towards depression. The fall in 
Spanish and Portuguese securities affected unfavourably 
the foreign market. On Monday Spanish went down to 
23}, and Portuguese to 37. In the latter, however, there 
has been a continued improvement, and some re-action 
has also occurred in the Spanish. Mexican securities have 
been in some demand, caused by rumours of a proposal for 
the settlement of the debt. 

We noticed in our issue of last week the loan of £1,800,000 
Metropolitan Consolidated Stock, which the Board of 
Works invite tenders for. The prospectus draws special 
attention to the following clause of the Metropolitan Board 
of Works Loans Act of 1871—“A trustee, executor, or 
other person empowered to invest money in public stocks 
or funds, or other Government securities, may, unless for- 
bidden by the will or other instrament under which he 
acts, whether prior in date to this Act or not, invest the 
same in consolidated stock.” 

_ Messrs. Robarts, Lubbock & Co. will receive subscrip- 
tions for a first issue of 10,000 shares of £20 each of the 
Mortgage Debenture and Government Securities Trust. 
Certificates with coupons attached will be issued bearing 
interest at the raté of 6 per cent. per annum, irrespective 
ot dividends earned by the working of the company. 
The first coupon will be payable on the 15th of January 
next. It is intended to invest the paid up share capital in 
carefully selected Foreign and Colonial Government and 
guaranteed securities, more particularly specified in the 
memorandum of association, but so that not more than 
one-tenth of all the moneys of the company shall be 
invested at any one time in any one stock or security, and 





to deposit securities of sufficient value in the names of 
trustees, specially appointed for that purpose, as a security 
for the repayment of money to be raised on mortgage. 

Messrs. Speyer Brothers are authorised to receive sub- 
scriptions for 2,000,000Dollars Gold Six per Cent. first Morte 
gage bonds of the Central Pacific Railroad Company 
(California and Oregan Division) in bonds to bearer of 
1,000 dollars each. The price of issue is 79} per cent. at 
4s. 6d. per dollar equal to £178 17s. 6d. per bond of 1,000 
dollars. The Central Pacific Railroad Company is the 
corporate name of an amalgamation of the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company of California, and other Railway Com- 
panies, forming, according to an official statement of the 
company, a network of railways, of which about 1,218 
miles are actually in operation. 

The subscription list for the Six per Cent. Debentures of 
the Credit Foucier of England (Limited) will close this 
day (Saturday). The debentures are quoted 1} to 2 pre- 


mium. 








On Monday evening next Mr. Daniel, Q.C., will read 
a‘paper at a meeting of the Law Amendment Society on 
‘The second report of the Judicature Commission.” 

It is announced that until further notice the Lords 
Justices will sit together on Mondays in each wees to hear 
appeal motions. 

Amateur Witt Maxers.—The Legal Chronicle (Potts- 
ville, Pa) has a poem on the merits of testators who make 
their own wills. which, it has been stated, originally 
appeared in Blackwood. One verse runs as follows :— 

Testators are good; but a feeling more tender 
— up when I think of the feminine gender : 

The testatrix for me, who, like Telemaque’s mother, 
Unweaves at one time what she wove at another. 
She bequeaths, she repeats, she recalls a donation, 
And she ends by revoking her own revocation ; 

Still scribbling or scratching some new codicil ; 

Oh! success to the woman who makes her own will. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

Bomras—On Feb. 20, at Abingdon House, Hampstead, the 
wife of Henry Mason Bompas, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter. 

Derinc—On Feb. 25, at 3, Gray’s-inn-square, the wife of 
George E. Dering, Esq., Recorder of Faversham, of a 
daughter. 

Moncxtron—On Feb. 26, at East Moulsey, Surrey, the wife of 
Edward P. Monckton, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Prerson—On Feb. 26, at West Lodge, Sheffield, the wife of 
Thomas Pierson, solicitor, of a son, stillborn. 

MARRIAGES. 

BisHor-CuLPEPER—FETHERSTONHAUGH—On Feb. 21, at the 
Church of the HolyTrinity, Brompton, William Alleyne Bishop- 
Culpeper, of the Middle Temple, Esq., barrister-at-law, to 
Ellen Cassandra, only child of the late Samuel Fetherston- 
haugh, Esq., of Calcutta. 

Lea—BusHELt—On Feb. 25, at Willoston, Cheshire, George 
Harris Lea, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to 
Marion, daughter of Christoper Bushell, Esq., of Hinderton, 
Cheshire. 

DEATHS. 


CHANNELL—On Feb. 24, at 2, Clarendon-place, Hyde-park- 
gardens, Sir William Fry Channell, late one of the Barons of 
the Court of Exchequer, in his 68th year. 

Hance—On Feb. 24, at 3, Albert-terrace, Knightsbridge 
Charles Hance, of the Inner Temple, Esq., barrister-at-law 





LONDON GAZETTES. 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tusspay, Feb. 18, 1873. 
Whitehead, Arthur, and Francis Simonds, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, 


Solicitors. Feb 13 
Turspar, Feb, 25, 1873. 
Dewes, aap and Henry Arthur Dewes, Nuneaton, Warwick, 
Attorneys. Feb8 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tusspay, Feb, 18, 1873. 
UNLimiTsp In CHaNncerr. 


Tamar, Kit Hill, and Callington Railway Company.— Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Feb 13, directed to be heart before Vice Chan- 
celior Malina, on Friday, Feb 28, Mackenzie and Co, solicitors for 
the petitioning company. 
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LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Evans's, Covent Garden, (Limited).—Petition for winding up, presented 
Feb 17, directed to be heard before Vice Chancellor Malins, on Feb 28. 
Brandon, Essex street, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Frupay, Feb, 21, 1873. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Mid-Wales Railway Company.—Petition, praying the confirmation of 
a scheme of arrangement, presented Feb 11, directed to be heard 
before Vice Chancellor Mualins, on March 21. Noyes, Broad 
Sanctuary, Westmiuster, Solicitor for the petitioners. 

Limitep tn CHANCERY. 

Birmingham Brass Foundry Company (Limited.)—Vice Chancellor 
Malins has, by an order dated Feb 10, appointed Henry Howell, to 
be official liquidator. Crediiors are required, on er befure April 2, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims to the above. Thursday, April 17 at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Carlisie Biscuit Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has 
—_ Feb 24at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of a liqui- 

tor. 

Evans’s, Covent Garden (Limited).—Petition for winding up, presented 
Feb 17, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls, on March 
1. Wilkins, King’s Arms yard, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Universal Fire Insurance Company (Limited). Petition for winding 
up, presented Feb 14, directed to be heard befure the Master of the 
Rolls, on Saturday, March 1. Dawes and Sons, Angel court, Throg- 
morton street, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Universal Fire Insurance Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented Feb 19, directed to be heard betore Vice Chancellor Malins, 
on Fed21, Tucker, Saint Swithio’s lane, solicitor tor the petitioner. 

County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
Tuespay, Feb. 18, 1873. 

County Palatine Loan and Discount Company (Limited).—Creditors are 
required, on or before March 15, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, tv Joho William David- 
aon, 10, Cook street, Liverpool 

TueEspay, Feb. 25, 1873. 
: UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Commonwealth Benefit Buliding Seciety.—Creditors are required, on or 
before March 22, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to George Elphinstone Oi live, 2, Gies- 
ham buildings, Basinghall street. Thursday, April 3 at 1, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the said debts and claims, 

LimireD IN CHANCERY. 

Beehive Fire Insurance Company (Limited).—-By an order made by 
Vice Chancellor Malins, dated Feb 14, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Bellamy and strong, Bishopsgate street, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

Builders’ Trade Circular Company (Limited).—By an order made by 
Vice Chancellor Malins, dated Feb 14, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up by the court. Fallows and Whitehead, Lan- 
caster place, Strand; ugents for Allcock and Co, Birmingham, svlici- 
tors for the petitioners. 

National Printing and Publishing Company (Limited).—By an order 
mace by Vice Chancellor Malins, dated Feb 14, it was ordered tuat 
the abovecompany be wound up by the court. Merriman and Co, 
Queen street, Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioner. 

North of Europe Land and Miving Company (Limited).—Vice Chan- 
cellor Bacon has, by an order dated Jan 30, appvinted Samuel Lowell 
Price, 13, Gresham{ street, to be otticia! liquidator. Creditors residing 
in the United Kingdom are required, on or betore April 7, to send 
their names and addresses, ana the particulars of their cebts or 
claims to the above. Wednesday, April 30 at 12, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Metropolitan Company (Limited).—By an orcer made by Vice Chan- 
cellur Malins, dated Feb 14, it was ordered that the above Company 
be wound up by this court. Nash and Co, Suffolk lane, solicitors for 
the petitioners. 

Sheerness Public Rooms Company (Limited).—By an order made by 
Vice Chancellor Malirs, dated Feb 14, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Brook and Chapman, Walbrook; agents for 
Mele, Sheerness, solicitor for the petitiouers. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tvespay, Feb. 18, 1873, 
Saint Gwendoline Benefit Society, Church School-room, Talgarth, 
Brecon. Feb 13 
Faipay, Feb. 21, 1873. 
Bierton Friendly Society, Baptist Chapel, Bierton, Backinghkm. Feb 15 
Farriers’ Horse Shoe Fund Friendly Society, Crown Tavern, 22,5 Broad 
street, Golden square. Feb 18 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tusspar, Feb. 18, 1873. 
Clark, John, Sudbury, Publican. March 15. Nobes » Clark, V.C. 
Wickens. Truefitt, Essex court, Middle Temple 
Cowen, John, East Curthwaite, Westward, Yeoman, March 12. 
Cowen v Cowen, V.C. Wickens. Hough, Carlisle 
Crovs, William, Clatterbridge, Cheshire, Governor of the Workhouse. 
March 17. Cross» Thomas, V.C.Malirs. Anderson, Birkenhead 
Lane, Henry, Ashiey road, Bristol. March10. Goodwill » Lane, V.C, 
Malins, Taddy, Bristol 
Margrove, Rachel, Harmood street, Camden Town, Widow. March 25. 
Marshal] » Smith, V.C. Malins. Hare street, bedford row 
Pellatt, Apsley, Staines, Middiesex, Exq. March 4. Pellatt o Pellatt, 
M.K. Hopgood, Whiteball place 
Pretlove, Hannah, George st, Kentish Town, Spinster. March 25. 
Marshall » Smith, V.C. Malins. Hare, John street, Bedford row 
Smith, Isaiah, oles hill, Warwick. March 14. King » Orton, V.C. 
. Dewes and fon, Coventry 
Toogood, Henry, Queen’s gate terrace, Hyde park, Esq. March 18. 
Toogood » Toogood, V.C. Wickens. Davidson, Spring gardens 








Topham-Haynes, John Robert, Wensor Castle, Deeping common, 
Lincoln, Farmer. March 20. Topham-Haynes » Haynes, V,¢’ 
Wickens. Brown and Atter, Peterborough 

Williams, John Ball Mason, Bristo), Gent. March 15. Williams »- 
Williams, V,C. Wickens. Whittington and Co, Bristol 


Fripay, Feb, 21, 1873. 

Carter, Henry, Breinton, Hereford, Farmer. April7. Smith v Carter 
V.C. Malins. Adams, Upton Bishop, Ross 

Drake, Sarah Ann, Wellington place, Highgate, Widow. March 10, 
Drake v Trail, M.R. Ford, South square, Gray’s inn 

Garnett, Thomas, Kendal, Westmorland, Chemist. March 19. Gar-- 
nett v Wilson, V.C. Bacon. Swainson, jun, Kendal 

Gilson, Thoma-, Backlersbury, Tavern Keeper. March 27. Gilson y 
Gilson, V.C. Wickens. Dalton and Jessett, Clement’s lane, Lomvard 
street 

Hunt, Robert, Earl’s Colne, Essex, Ironfounder, March 24. Hunty 
Hunt, V.C. Wickens. Beaumont and Warren, Coleman street 

Ledigo, Andrew, Bramber, Sussex, Publican. March 7. Ledigo » 
coddard, V.C. Malins. Aston, Edgware road 

Meredith, Elizabeth Mathews, Conholt place, Loughborough road, 
Brixton, Spinster. March 15, Davidson v Meredith, V.C. Maling, 
Joknston, Chancery lane 

Mountague, David, Leigh, Essex, Esq. March 17. Wood v Howard,. 
M.R. Haycock, College hill 

Naylor, George, Denbigh, Plas yn Green, Esq. March 29. 
v Bold, V.C. Wickens. Edwards, Denbigh 

Pigott, Francis Bernard, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Esq. April 2, 
Bull v Pigott, V.C. Malins. Parrott, Aylesbury ¢ 

Saunders, Thomas Harry, Dartford, Paper Manufacturer. March 25, 
Saunders » Marchant, V.C. Malins. Druce, Billiter square 

Shepherd, John, Deanscales, Cumberland, Yeoman. March 15. Shep- 
herd v Mossop, V.C. Wickens. Hayton and Simpson, Cockermouth 


NEXT OF KIN. 


Meredith, Elizabeth Mathews, Conholt place, Loughborough road,. 
Brixton, Spinster. April4. Davidson v Meredith, V.C. Malins 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Tuespay, Feb. 18, 1873. 

Beer, Thomas, Cambridge street, Hyde Park, Esq. March 20, Wehnert, 
Old Jewry chambers 

Bennett, John Henry, Cleviand strect, Wyndham road, Camberwell, 
Packer. March 14. Davy and Davy, Fordingbridge 

Bolt, James, Bacton Green Farm, Hereford. March 25. Bolt, Poul-- 
ton Villa, near Cricklade ; ; 

Carter, James, Upper Homerton, Esq. April 14. Jupp, Carpenters’ 
Hail, London wall 

Clarke, Thomas Neale, Stroud, Gloucester, Draper. March 25, 
Croome, Cainscross, near Stroud 

Clifton, Henry Robert, Saint Stephen’s road, Shepherd’s Bush, Public 
Singer. March 18. Routh and Stacey, Southamptan street, Blooms- 


Hargreaves. 


bur 

Corbuxt, William, Raymond buildings, Gray’s ion, Architect. May 1. 
Torr and Co, Bedford row 

Court, Richard Church, Birmingham, Gent. Mareh 8. Bewdley 

Cropper, James, Rochdale, Lancashire, Builder, March 19. Jackson, 
Rochdale 

Dixon, George, Helmsley, York, Clerk in Holy Orders, 
Waistell, Northallerton 

Dixon, Henry George, Hemsley, York, Esq. 
Northallerton 

Dixon, William, Wantage, Berks, Farmer. 


March 8, 


March 8. Waistell, 


April30. Ormond, Wan- 


tage 

Downes, Mary Ann, Hereford, Widow. April 21. Humfrys, Hereford 

Fenwick, Charlotte, Weybridge, Surrey. May 1. ‘Yorr and Co, Bad- 
ford row 

Gardom, John Williams, Butterton Hall, Stafford, Esq. March 3. 
Wards and Cooners, Newcastle-under- Lyme , 

Goodlad, John Dunkin, Horncastle, Lincoln, Gent. April 7. Clithe 
row, Horncastle 

Griffiths, Thomas, Grosvenor square. March 31. Bickers, Tadcaster 

Hall, Aon, North Shields, Widow. March 31. Lietch and Dodd, 
North Shields 

Howard, Vincent, Fitzroy road, Primrose hill. March 13, Huddy, 
Lhornhill square, Islington 

Judd, George, Woodfalls, Footscray, Kent,Gent. March 20, Kearsey, 
Old ory | 

Langst «ft, Joseph, Cambridge square, Paddington, Esq. May 1. Torr 
and Co, Bedford row 

Lester, Thomas, Stanley, near Liverpool, Cooper. April 13. Eaton 
and Son, Liverpool 

Morten, William, Watford, Herts, Farmer, April 26, Sedgwick, Wat- 
ford 


for’ 

Newton, William, King’s road, Clapham Park, Esq. April 14. Dawes 
and Sons, Angel court, Throngmorton street ° 

Nichols, William, Raunds, Northampton, Shoe Manufactarer., April 1 
Sharman, Wellingborough 

Palmer, Francis Roger, Stranraer place, Madia Vale, Colonel, 
18. Burges, South square, Gray’s inn 

Palmer, Sarah, Marlborough street, Blackfriars road, Spinster. 
12. Pulling, Adelaide place, King William street 

Parke, Frederick Thomas, Liverpool, Shipowner. April 10. Quinn and 
Sons, Liverpool 

Phare, Matthew George, Clapham road, Esq. April 7. Rhodes and 


March 
March 


Son, Chancery lane 

Richards, David, Penarth, Glamorgan, Builder. March 15. Daltons 
and Oo, Cardiff 

Shackleton, Jehn Collier, Botolph lane, Merchant’ Maxch 28. Heath, 
Basinghall street 

Simpson, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder, March 31. Robson, 

> Gateshe 

Swan, William Diver, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Wharfinger, April 15. 
Wiltshire, Great Yarmouth 

Themee. George, Walton, Salop, Farmer. March 25, Trow, Cleobury 

ortimer 
Wright, Charlotte, Birmingham. May !. 


Spiisbury, Stafford 
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Allman, Joseph, Etruria, Stafford, Beerseller. 
Hanle 

Ph acon Anne, Bath, Widow. May 9. Burne and Rrooke, Bath 

Boardman, Join, Rumworth, Lancashire, Gent. March 25. Ramwell 
and Co, Bolton 

Booth, Thomas, Tunstall, Stafford, Earthenware, Manufacturer. Feb 
94. Hollinshead, Tunstall 

Bushe, Lieutenant Colonel William Daxon, Aberystwith, Cardigan. 
March 20. Harwood, Cannon street 

Clarke. Cornelins, Cold Norton, Essex, Ship’s Purser, 
Duffield and Bruty, Chelmsford 

Collins, Sophia, Cambridge terrace, Hyde Park, Spinster. 
Masterman and Co, Austin Friars 

Davison, Sir William, Holles street, Cavendish square. April 1 
Colly er-Bristow and Co, Bedford row 

Elliott, Frederick Henry, Strand, Optician. April10. Hillyer and Co, 
Fenchurch street , 

Fletcher, Jane, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Spinster. April 1. Pos- 
tlethwaite, Whitehaven 

Grainger, Charles George, Fenchurch street, Wine Merchant. April 1, 
Cronin, Bloomsbury square 

Hodges, Matilda, Bushey Heath, Hertford, Widow. April 1, Robin- 
son and Co, Charter-house square 

Setebinees, George, Borrowash, Derby, Innkeeper. April 2. Sale, 
Derby 

—_ David, Halifax, York, Shopkeeper. March 1, Holt, Rip- 

le 


March 15. Tennant, 


April 21. 
April 18 


ponden 

Jones, Martha Ann, Manchester, Spinoster. March 31. Martin and 
Smyth, Strood 

= James, Potton, Bedford, Grocer. 
wade 

Kenyon, Samuel, Hednesford, Stafford, Jockey. March 10, Charles, 


April 23. Chapman, Biggles- 


Rugeley ’ 
a Mary, Hale, Lancashire, Spinster. April 1. Leigh and Ellis, 
jigan 


ig 

Lynch, William Dominic, Bath, Esq. April 26. Stone and Co, Bath 

Morris, Moses Cornelius, Chale, Isle of Wight, Builder, May 1. Mew, 
Newport 

North, Thomas, Bath, Accountant. April 26. Stone and Co, Bath 

Prince, George, Leamington villas, Blackheath, Banker’s Clerk. March 
25. Jones and Co, Tooley street, Southwark 

Rolt, John, Brampton, Huntingdon, Yeoman. April 1. Maule and 
Burton, Huntingdon 

Stanhaw, Elizabeti, Norwich, Widow. April 7. 
Norwich 

Stevens, John, Landiacre, Derby, Gent. April 15, Burton and Co, 
Nottingham 

Sturges, James, Birmingham, Polisher. April 14. 
Smith, Birmingham 

Sympson, Fanny, Macclesfield, Cheshire, 
Brocklehurst and Co, Macclesfield 

Thomas, Mary, Headington. April 15. Druce, Oxford 

Usherwood, Wiliam, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Farmer. May 16. 
Smith and Mammutt, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Whitchurch, James Joseph, Westbury-upon-Trym, Gloucester, Esq" 
Aprill, Stanley and Wasbrough, Bristol 

Wolseley, Mary Anne, Wolseley, Stafford, Widow. April 1. Norris 
and Sun, Bedford row 

Woodiss, Ralph Edward, East Shee, Surrey, Stonemason. March 19, 
Anderson and Sons, Ironmonger lane 


Tugspay, Feb. 25, 1873. 

Baker, Caroline Hardy, Camden street, Camden Town, Widow. 
April 7. Fox and Robinson, Gresham House, Old Broad street 

Bayley, Edwin Bancroft, Pendleton, Lancashire, Iron Founder. March 
31. Wood, Manchester 

Cameron, William, Shanghai, China, Merchant. April 10. Lawrence 
and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Charles, Joanna, Stow-on-the-Wold, Gloucester, Widow. June 1. 
Kenda‘s and Son, Bourton. on-the- Water 

Colman, William Robert, Norwich, Plumber. March 31. Sadde, 
Norwich 

Mills, John Hillam, Bramford near Ipswich, Barister-at Law. April 7 
Barlow and Co, Cambridge 

Willans, John, sen, Upper Tooting, Surrey, Corn Dealer. April 25. 
Lucas end Son, Trinity place, Charing Cross 

Winch, James, Rochester, Kent, Farmer. May 1. Essell and Co, 
Rochester 

Woodman, Charles John, Blackheath, Kent, Esq, May 1. Van Sandau 
and Cumming, King street, Cheapside 

Yeend, Joseph Harper, Gloucester, Gent. 
Gicucester 


Emerson and Sparrow, 


Saunders and 


Spinster. March 25. 


March 31. Bretheton, 
Bankrupts. 
Tusspay, Feb. 18, 1873, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo‘s of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Brown, Mary, Castle Northwich, Widow. Pet Feb 12. Broughton. 
Nantwich, March 3 at 10.30 
Butt, William, Sandon, Essex, Farmer. Pet Feb 14, Gepp. Chelms- 
ford, Feb 28 at 11 
Caven, Nathaniel, Derby road, Croydon, Travelling Draper. Pet Feb 
1. Rowland. Croydon, Feb 28 at 2 
Cooke, John, Ilfracombe, Devon, Farmer, Pet Feb 11, Bencraft. 
Barnstaple, March 11 at 12 
Figgins, Francis, Manchester, Saddler. Pet Feb 14. Kay. Manchester, 
March 5 at 9 
Islip, William, Birmingham, Tea Merchant. Pet Feb 5. Chauntler, 
Birmingham, March 4 (and not Jan 18, as in Gazette of Feb 7) at 3 
Pritchard, John Owen, Birmingham, Jeweller. Pet Feb 13, Chauatler, 
Birmingham, March 4 at 2 
Roberts, Isaac, Morice Town, Stoke Damerel, Devon, Plumber. Pet Feb 
envakeun’s _ — March 5 at 11 
jury. John evaissey, Cornwall, Grocer. Pet Feb 15. 
Chilcott. Truro, March 5 av 10.30 5 





Farvay, Feb. 21, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Davis, Abraham, Nelson terrace, Hackney Wick, Grocer, 
Pepys. March ll atll 
Morhange, Charles, New North road, Hoxton, Milliaer. 


Hazlitt. March 4 at 11 
Simpson, or London wall, Merchant. Pet Feb19. Brougham. 
Pet Feb 19. Roche. 


Pet Feb 20. 
Pet Feb 18. 


March 6 at 1 

Stokes, Arthur O, Grove road, Bow, Draper. 
March 6 at 12 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Crossley, James William, Wakefield, York. Pet Feb 19. Mason. 
Wakefield, March 6 at Il 

Hale, William, Ballingdon, Essex, Cattle Dealer. Pet Feb 17, 
Colchester, March 5 at 11 

Seen, Se Carlisle, Grocer. PetFeb17, Halton. Carlisle, March 
4at 

North, James Thomas, Cowley, Oxford, Publican. 
Oxford, March 5 at I1 


Rabbett, Lady Louisa, Penzance, Coinwall. 
Truro, March 5 at 11 


Barnes. 
Pet Feb 17. Bishop. 


Pet Feb 15. Chilcott. 
Taylor, Austin Brown, Manchester, Traveller. Pet Feb 18. Halton. 
Salford, March 12 at 2 
Walker, Thomas Gordon, and John Urquhart, Rochester, Kent, Travel- 
ling Drapers. Pet Feb 15. Acworth. Rochester, March 8 at 12 
Westerton, Samuel John, Liverpool. Pet Feb 17. Hime. Liverpool, 
March 11 at 2 
Wright, William, Swaffham, Norfolk, Builder. Pet Feb 18. Partridge. 
King’s Lynn, March 5 at 1t 
Tuespar, Feb, 25, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Gaze, John, Castle street, Falcon square, Warehonseman. Pet Feb 21. 
Murray. March 13 at 11 
Nell, Frederick, Gresham st, and Charles Harzvison, Aldermanbury 
Commission Agents. Pet Feb2l. Spring-Rice. March 13 at U1 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Grey, William Joseph Walthal, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 
20. Hime. Liverpool, March 12 at 2 , 
Mills, Walter, Bramwel!, Essex, Corn Dealer. Pet Feb 21. Gepp. 
Chelmsford, Maich 7 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Turspay, Feb. 18, 1873. 
Burnard, Thomas John, Beer Alston, Devon, Mine Agent. Feb 12 


Turspay, Feb 25, 1873, 

Clewer, Robert B, Whitworth, near Rochdale, Lancashire, Woollen 

Draper. Feb 20 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Tusspay, Feb, 18, 1873. 

Athill, Henry, Palmer street, Cornwall road, Lambeth, Contractor. Feb 
26 at 11.30, at offices of Pullen, Harp lane, Great Tower street 

Balfre, Juan Mordae, Streatham Common, Chemist. Feb 23 at 12 at 
offices of Copp, Essex street, Strand 

Bannister, Elisiia, Tichborne court, Holborn, Builder, Feb 26 at 12, at 
offices of Batt, Walbrook 

Bartlett, Charles Joseph, Taunton, Somerset, Poulterer. March 4 at 
11, at offices of Trenchard, Upper High street, Taunton 

Bentley, James, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Corn Dealer. March 5 at 12, 
at offices of Dallow, Queen street, Wolverhampton 

Bonton, Francis Bower, Middiesborough, York, Commission Agent. 
March 5 at 11, at offices of Braithwaite and Co, Albert road, Middles- 
borough 

Booth, John, Burnisten, York, Shoe Maker. March 1 at 12, at offices of 
Watts. Huntriss row, Scarborough 

Bowen, Zarchariah, Hereford, Gunmaker. March 3 at 12, at offices of 


Free, Temple row, Birmingham 
Bowler, John, Winchester, Innkeeper. Feb 23 at 1, at the Eagle Hotel, 
March | at 3, 


Winchester. Lee and Best, Winchester 

Bramley, John, Jarrow-on-Tyne, Durham, Boot Maker. 
at offices of Clavering, Bigg Market, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Brooks, Henry Truitt, Crown street, Beavor lane, Hammersmith, 
Lighterman. March 4 at 3, at 33 Gutter lane. Oliver, King street, 
Cheapside 

Cope, John, Mear Green, Stone, Staffurd, Draper. Feb 27 at 2, at offices 
of Robinson, King street, Longton 

Curran, Patrick, Hulme, Lancashire, Tailor. March 5 at 3, at offices of 
Hardy, Saint James square, Manchester 

Cuss, Alfred Abel, Torquay, Devon, Grocer. March 3 at 11, at the 
Cravon Hotel, Craven s.reet, London, Coampion 

Dagger, William, Lytham, Lancashire, Plumber. March 3 at 3, at 
ottices of Forshaw, Cannon street, Preston 

Davies, John, Lianfabon, near Pontypridd, Glamorgan, out of enploy- 
ment. Feb 28 at 4, at the Court House, Pontypridd 

Death, Michael, Edgware road, Cab Proprietor. March 5 at 2, at offices 
of Swaine, Cheapside 

Downard, George Aubrey, and John Polhill, Cedar row, Lavender hill, 
Wandsworth road, Oiland Colourmen. Feb 26 at 3, at offices of Land, 
Castle street, Holborn . 

Eldridge, Amos, Worthing, Sussex, Watchmaker. March 3 at3, at 
offices of Hutchinson, Vauxhall bridge road, Westminster, Goodman 
Brighton 

Emery, William, Portsea, Hants, Bookseller. March $ at 3, at officeso 
Blake, Union street, Portsea 

Fairhust, John, Wigan, Lancashire, Flour Dealer, March 5 at3, a 
offices of Leader, King street, Wigaa 
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Field, John, jun, Brightlingsea, Essex, Blacksmith. 
at the Swan Inn, Brightlingsea. Goody, Colchester 

Frost, Daniel, Northampton, Currier. March 8 at 11, at offices of Becke, 
Market square, No-thampton 

Forby, Edward Joseph, Mare street, Hackney, Grocer. March 5 at 3, 
at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham street. Ody, Trinity strzet, 
Southwark 

Gascoigne, Edwin James, Sheffield, York, Licensed Victualler. Feb 26 
at 2, at offices of Tattershall, Meeting house lane, Sheffieid 

Hale, Philip, Daventry, Northampton, Cierk in Orders. March 3 at 12, 
at offices of Macquire and Walker, Saint Giles street, Northampton 

Hanson, Joshua, Huddersfield, York, Yarn Spinner. March 3 at 4, at 
offices of Learoyd and Learoyd, Buxton road, Huddersfield 

Harrison, James, George William Harrison, and Edward Harrison, 
Kingston-upon-Hall, Seed Crushers. Feb 26 at 11, at offices of 
England and Co, Q:ay street chambers, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Hartley, Aib, Barusiay. York, Brewer. March 3 at1l, at offices of 
Parker, Regent street, Barnsley 

Hartridge, William, Langton, Kent, Builder, March 3 at 10,at the 
Angel Hotel Tonbridge. Palmer, Tonbridge 

Modgkinson, Frank, Toxteth park, near Liverpool, Shoemaker. March 
4 at 2, at offices of Evang and Lockett, Commerce chambers, Lord 
street, Liverpool 

Howe, George, Red Lion court, Fleet street, Pubiisher. March 7 at 3, 
at offices of Feckham and Co, Knight Rider street. Dectors’ co mmons 

Lee, Wiliiam, Bideford, Devon, Watch Maker. March 5 atl, at the 
Queen’ Hotel, Queen street, Exete-. Fulford, North Taw:on 

Leonard, John, Ash, nr Wretham, Kent, Bricklayer. March 1 at 10, 
at the George and Dragon Ina, Ightham. Palmer, Tonbridge 

Linforth, William, Willenhall, Stafford, Grocer. Marck 3 at 11, at office 
of Smith, Walsall road, Wednesbury 

Linger, Thomas, Great Yeldham, Essex, Straw Plait Dealer March 3, 
at 2, at offices of Messrs. Harris and Morton, High-street, Halstead 

Low George, Northampton, Currier. March 3 at 11, at office of Jeffrey, 
Market street, Northampton 

Mancer, William Colvilie, Sandgate, Kent, Butcher. March 7 at 2, at 
the King’s Arms inn, Folkestone, Smith 

Mathews, Thomas, Dunsborne Abbots, Gloucester, Farmer. March 1 
at 1!, at the Kam Hotel, Cirencester. Mullings and Co, Cirencester 

McCalvey, James, South Shields, Durham. Tailor. March 3 at 12, at 
offices of Dodds, Dean street, South Snieids 

Meagher, Lawrence, Gipsey hill, Upser Norwood, Nurseryman. Feb 27 

March 5 at 3, at 


March 4 at 3. 30, 


at 3, at otfices «f Maniere, Gray’s inn square 

Miller, John, West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. 
offices of Bell, Church street, West Hartlepool 

Mitchel!, Maria, Albert terrace, Notting Hiil, Dealer in Berlin Wool. 
March 3 at 2, at offices of Williams, Alfred place, Bedford square 

Monks, Thomas William, Crewe, Cheshire, Innkeeper. March 1 at1l, 
at the Brunswick Hotel, Crewe. Warburton, Crewe 

Monroe, William, Birmingham, Tailor, March 3 at 3, at offices of 
Morgan Waterloo street, Birmingham 

Mousley, Edward, Bath, Tea Dealer. March 3 at 11, at offices of 
Bartrum, Northumberilard buildings, Bath 


Padgett, Harvey, and Thomas Padyett, Wakefield, York, Hosiers. 


March 3 at 3, at the Foresters’ Rooms, Crown court, Wakefield. 
Wainwrigh: and Co, Wakefield 
Parry, Thomas, Old s'reet, Shoreditch, Saw Maker. March 6 at 2, at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham street, Chorley and Grawford, Moor- 
gate street 
Pearce, George, Nursling, Southampton, Sheep Dealer. 
10.30, at offices of Killby, Portland street, Southampton 
Perrin, James, New Clee, near Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Fish Dealer. 
Feb 27 at 2 30, at the Koya! Hotel, Great Grimsby. Laverack, Hull 
Potter, William James, Leadenhall street, Merchant. March 5 at 12, 
at offices of Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. Parker andC»), Saint Paul's 
churchyard 
Poulter, Pau! Limbey, Shillington, Bedford, Dealer. Feb 27 at 3, at 
the White Hart Hotel, Sheffurd. Stimson, Bedtord 
Pragnell, William, Wells street, Hackney, Cheesemorger. Feb 23 at 
12, at offices of Pedder, Lincoln’s inn fieids. Sers, Lincolns inn fields 
Pringle, Kobert Wiliam, Upper Walmer, nerr Dea’, Kent, Organist. 
March 4 at 12, at the Royal Exchange Hotel, Deal. Drew, Deai 
Pogh, Richard Harris, Liverpool, Silk Me:cer. March 5 at 3.20,at the 
Chamber of Commerce, Cheapside, Loudon, Barrell and Rodway, 
Liverpool 
Pyle, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Feb 28 at 2, at offices of 
Mather and Co, Bank chambers, Mosley street, Newcastle upon-Tyne 
Richards, Thomas, Freemantle, Sonthampton, Dealer. Marck 4 at 2, 
at offices of Guy, Albion terrace, Southampton 
Richmond, Richard [bbitson, Beeston Hill, near Leeds, Currier. F eb 
28 at |, at ottices of Rooke and Midgiey, Boar fane, Leeds 
Riley, Isaac, Stafford. Innkeepzr. Feb 27 a2, at offices of Morgan, 
Martin street, Stafford 
Robinson, Anthony, Rawstenstall, Lancashire, Stonemason. 
at 3, at offices of Watson, Broad st, Bary 
Robinson, Wil iam, Blackburn, Lancashire, Chairmaker. March4atll, 
at the Red Lion Inn, Church street, Preston. Kadcliffe, Blackburn 
Samuelson, Martin, Kingston-upon-Hull, Engineer. Feb 28 +t 1, at 
the Royal Station Hotei, Kingston-upon-Huli. Roberts and Leak 
Sands, Thomas, Shidfield, Hauis, out of business. March 4 at 3, at 
8 office of Killby, Portiand street, Southampton 
Scott, Thomas Francis, Sonthsea, Hants, Photographer. 
11.30, at the Chambers of C ce, Cheapsid 
Burbidge, Port-mouth 
Sharp. John Comley, Coborn road, Bow, Drain-flat Fitter. March 3 at 
12, at offices of Pressweil, O'd Jewry 
Shepherd, William, Sheffield, Furni:-ure Broker March 3 at 4, at office 
of Kinny and Sons, Queen street chambers, Sheffield 
Simonds, Henry, Giou.es'er, Commission Ageat. March 4 at 2, at 
Offices of Jones, BE don chambers, Berkeley street, Gloucester 
Skelhorn, Joseph, Altrincham, Chesbire, Bricklayer. March 3 at 3, at 
offices of Bent, Hioom street, Manchester 
BSiater, Joseph, Woodiesford, York, Stone Merchant. Feb 28 at 2, at 
offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Smith, Willivm thenry, Noitingham, Solicitor’s Clerk, March 3 at 11, 
at the George Hotei, Nottingham. Everaliand Turner 
Stapleton, Vnilip, Great Torrington, Devon, Grocer. March 6 at 3, at 
offices of Thorne, Cross street, Barnstaple. Tapley, Great Torrington 


March 4 at 


March 5 


March 5 at 
Cousius and 











Sateliff2, John, and John Halliday, Halifax, York, Woollen Mann-. 
facturers. March 3 at ll, at o.fices of Norris and Co, Townhall 
chambers, Halifax 

Sworder, Charles, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgin, Brewer. March 8 at 1, 
at offices of Daniel and Co, Broad street, Bristol. James, Merthyr 
Tydfil 

Tammadge, Henry, Winchester, Tailor. 
Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall street. Faithful, Winchester 

Taylor, Alfred, Rugeley, Staffird, Draper. Feb 24 at 3, at the 
Shrewsbury Arms Hotel, Rugeley. Dale, Walsall 

Taylor, George, Dover, Kent, Hatter. March 4 at 2, at offices of 
Maniere, Gray’s inn square 

Vine, John, Lastbourne, Sussex, Coal Merchant. March 3 at 12, at 
16, Cornfield road, Eastbourne. Stiff 

Wastell, Walter, Elfin read, Wyndham road, Camberwell, Licensed 
Victualler. March 7 at2, at otfices of Thompson and Son, Cornhill 

West, Thomas, Rollo street, Lower Wandsworth roal, Manager to a 
Marine Store Dealer. March 3 at 3, at the Spread Eagle Hotel, 
Wandsworth. Ody, Trinity street, Southwark 

Wetton, Edwia, Hardinge etreet, I.linzton, out of business, 
2, at 12, Hatton garden. Marshall 

Whitehead, Evenezer, Northampton, Grocer. 

Izard and Betts, Esatcheap. Linklater and Co, Walbroox 

Wilson, Henry, Darnley rd, Hackney, Manufacturer of Perfumery, 
Feb 27 at 3, at offies ot Podmore, Union court, Old Broad street 

Watt, John, Ebrington, Gloucester Batcher, March 5 at 12, at office 
of Griffiths, Chipping Campden 

Fripay, Feb, 21, 1873. 

Ashbee, Douglas Heath, King William street, [ron Merchant. March 
11 at 3, at offices of Plewsand Irvine. Mark lane 

Attwood, Thomas, Exe-er, China Dealer. March 4 at 12, at officas of 
Harris and Co, Gandy street, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 

Baker, Joseph, Sunderiand, Durham, Master Mariner. 
at offices of Bentham, Lambton street, Sunderland 

Baldwin, James Smith, Nottingham, Woollen Draper. Marc’ 11 at 32, 
at the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Richards 

Barling, John, Binfield, Berks, Grocer. March 6 at Ll, at the George 
Hotel, King street, Keading, Jotcham, Wantage 

Baumgarten, Hermann Henry, Nottingham, Paper Merchant. March T 
at 3, at offices of Belk, High pavemeut, Nottingham 

Bell, James. Coventry, Builder. March 6 at 12, at office of the 
Registrar, Little Park street, Coventry. Neale, Coventry 

Bell, Richard, Birmingham, Brush Manufacturer. March 5 at 3, at 
offices of Brown, Waterloo street, Birmingham 

Beligrove, Frederick, E izabeth terrace, Belsize Park Girdens, Grocer. 
March 11 at 3, at the Masons’ Halil Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basing- 
hall, street. Sadler, Moorgate street 

Breckon, John, Middleshorouzh, York, Grocer. 
of Braithwaite and Co, Albert road, Middlesborough. 
Middiesborongh 

Conlan, Michael, Manchester, Boot Dealer. March 6 at 3, at offices of 
Hardy, Saint James’s square, Manchester 

Corbett, John, Crafton street, Newport market, Cheesemonger. 
6 at 11, at offives of Roberts, Clement’s inn Strand 

Day, William, and James Day, Little Bolton, Lancashire, Joiners, 
March 5 at 3, at offices of Gooden, Mawésley street. Bolton 

Draper, William, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Tailor. Murch 10 at 3, at 
offices of Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltenham 

Dyot, Robert Gilroy, High Holborn, Wine Merchant. Feb 27 at 11, at 
the Duke of Wellington Tavern, High street, Shoreditch 

Edwards, Elijan Charles, Little Saint Andrew street, Seven Dials, 
Grocer’s Assistant. March 11 at 2, at offices of Kilsby, Cneapside 

Elkan, Issac, Strand, Cigar Merchant, March 6 at 3, at office of Long- 


croft, Lincoln’s inu fields 
Enderby, Kiizabeth, Lincoln, Innkeeper. March 8 at 11, at offices of 
March 7 


March 3 at 2, at Masons: 


Feb 27 at 
March 6 at 2, at office of” 


March 6 at 3, 


March 5 at 3, at office 
Baiobridge, 


March 


Toynbee and Larken, Lincoln 
Farnell, Issac, Ovenden, Halifax, York, Licansed Victualler. 
av 1, at cflices of Storey, Cneapsde, Halifax 
Fry, Issac, Chippenham, Wilts, Grocer. March 4 at 11, at offices of 
Keary and Co, Chippenham. Bartram, Bath 
Gent, George, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer, 
of Roche, Saint Giles street, Northampton 
Gimson, William, singleton street, East road, City road, out of business, 
March 6 at 2, at otlices of Collins, jun, Broad street, Bristol. 
Beckingham, Bristol 
Gonz, Jacob, Bromiey, Middlesex. Baker. March 3 at 3, at the Black- 
wall Railway Hote!, London street. Rigby, Wynford road, Islington 
Green, Thomas, jun, Newport, Chimney Sweep. Murch 5 at 2, at 
offices of Hooper, High street, Newport 
Hackett, Henry, Bradiey, Stafford, Lronfounder. March 3 at 12, at 
otfices of Barrow, Queen street, Wolverhampton 
Hare, George, Slough, Bucks, Builder. March 5 at Il, as offices of 
Barrett and Dean, High street, Slough. Barratt, Slough 
Harley, Thomas, Presieign, Raduor, lankeeper. Maren 8 at 12, at the 
Towohall, Leomiaster. Stephens, Presteiga 
Hawks, John Swain, Cookley, Worcester, Grocer, March U0 at 11, at 
offices of Whitehouse, Castle street, Dudicy 
Herington, George, Coichester, Essex, Draper. 
offices of Allen and Edwards, Oid Jewry 
Hodge, Jotun, Darlington, Duriam, Grocer, March 5 at 11, at offices of 
Pybus, Bundgate, Darlington, Addenbrooke, Middlusborough 
Huskinsun, Edwin Thomas Foster, Middiesborough, York, Boot 
Merchant. March 1 at 11, at offices of Owstou, Millstone lane, 
Leicester. Addenbrooke, Middiesborough 
James, Samuel, Kingstaud road, Tea Company. 
offices of Cox and sons, Cloak lane, Queen street 
Joy, Josiah Ruddock, Leeds, Chemist, Marcu 11 at 3, at offices of 
Fawcett und Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 
Kennedy, William, Kainham, Kent, Station Master, 
offives of Stephen on, Chatham 
Leedam, Henry, Seaforth, ancashire, Schoolmaster, 
offices of Givson and Bollaud, South John street, Liverpool. 
and Son, Liverpool 
Lewis, Wiliam, Aston ngh Birmingham, Boot Maker. March 10 at 
11, a6 office of Alien, Union pasoase, Kirmingoam 
March 7 at 3, at 
Merriman aud Co, 


Marc’ 6 at 3, at office 


March 10 at 12, at 


March 10 at 12, at 


March 17 at LI, at 


March 5 at 2, at 
Payne 


Loxton, Wiiliam, Landport, Hampshire, Decorator, 
the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham street, 
Queen street 
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Lumb, Amos, High Worsall, York, Farmer. March 6 at 2, at offices of 
Simpson and Burrell, Albion street, Leeds 

arrison. Joseph, Sheffield, File Manufacturer. March 7 at 12, at office 
of Tasker, North Charch street, Sheffield. Simpson 

Mitchell, William, Liverpool, Hay Dealer. March 4 at 2, at offices of 
Cotton, South John street, Liverpool 

Moore, William, Pudsey, York, Worsted Manutacturer, March 4 at 11, 
at offices of Khedes. Duke street, Bradford 

Muggeridge, John, Birmingham, Electro Plater. March 5 at 3, at office 
of Pointon, Edmund street, Birmingham . 

Muggeridge, John, and John Thomas Greening, Birmingham, Tailors. 
March 5 at 2, at offices of Peinton, Edmund street, Birmingham 

Nind, Frederick, East road, Hoxton, House Decorator. March 3 at 12, 
at offices ot Copp, Essex street, Strand 

Olvett, Edwin, Handver street, Long acre, Waste Paper Dealer. March 
5 at 3, av 12, King street, Cheapside. Salaman 

Packer, Thomas, Bristol, out of business. March 6 at 12, at offices of 
Miller, Whitson chambers, Nicholas street, Bristol 

Pentecost, Dennis Wiliam, East Moulsey, Surrey, out of business, 
March 8 at 11, at offices of Graham, Ely place, Holborn 

Pillers, Edward William. Bristol, Coach Builder. March 4 at 11, at 
cffiices of Ward, Broad street, Bristol 

Rebbitt, James, Northamp'on, Shoe Manufacturer. March 6 at 11, at 
offices of Jeffery, Market square, Northampton 

Rountree, Edmund, Roseberry road, Bermonsdey, Oil and Colorman. 
Feb 28 at 3, at cffices of Ody, Trinity street, S uthwark 

Rust. Francis, Joseph Pearce Warner, and Henry Warren, Fenchurch 
street, General Merchants. March 7 a*, 12, at offices of Carter and 
Bel], Leadenhall street 

Sankey, John, Birkenhead, Chester, Blacksmith. March 7 at 2, ab 
offices ot Thompazon, Hamilton square, Birkenhead. Downham, Birk- 


enhea 

Scott, Thomas Francis, Southsea, Hants, Photographer. March 5, at 
Totterdell’s Commercial Hotel, Saint George’s square, Portsea (in 
lieu of the place originally named) 

Settle, Thomas, Bolton, Lancashire, Porter. March 6 at 3, at offices of 
Gooden, Mawdsley street Bolton 

Simpson, John, and Jonathan Simpson, Stockton-on-Tees, Boot Dealers. 
March 3 at 2, at the Queen’s Hotel, Wellington street, Leeds. 
Hunton and Bolsover 

Smith, Charles, Radcliffe, Lancashire, Builder. March 6 at 3, at 
offices of Crook, Strand lane, Radcliffe. Watson, Bury 

Smith, John Thomas, Landpo’t, Hants, Harness Maker. March 5 at 3, 
at offices of Wainscot, Union street, Portsea. Blake, Portsea 

Somerville, John, North Shields, Northumberiand, Ale and Porter 
Merchant. March 5 at 12, at offices of Britton and Turner, Royal 
Arcade, Newcast'e-upon-Tyne 

Steele, Thomas Murray, and David Charles Keeling, Liverpool, Soap 
Manufacturers. March 12 at 2, at 14, Cook street, Liverpool, 
Forshaw ard Hawkins, Liverpool 

Thompson, Peter, Ryde, Isle ot Wight, Draper. March 4 at 12, at the 
Chamber of Commerce, Cheap:ide. King, Portsea 

Tibbs, Frederick William Bragg, and Cerne Abbas, Dorset, Tailor. 
March 14 at 2, at offices of Weston, High West street, Dorchester 

Timothy, William John Samuel, Grays Thurro k, Essex, Draper, 
March 10 at 12, at offices of Carter and Bell, Lexdenhail street 

Tindall, William, Fairburn, York, Farmer. March 10 at 3, at the Grey- 
hound Inn, Pontefract. Mxwson 

Towsend, George, Studley, Wilts, General Dealer. March 5 at 11, at 
offices of Bartrum, Northumberland buildings, Bath 

Tylor, Charles Horatio, Dudley, Worcester, Dealer in Coal Dust. March 
5 at 12, at offices of Beaton, Victoria buildings, Temple row, Bir- 
mingham 

Tyzack, George Sabbas, George Tyzack, William Tyzack, and Benjamin 
Cowle T) zack, North Shields. Northumberland, Engineers. March 5 
at 11, at offices of Joel, Newgate street, Newcastle upon-Tyne 

Walden, Henry. and John Heath, Catherington, Southampton, Land 
Agents, Feb 27 at 3, at Totterdeli’s Hotel, Saint George’s sq uare, 
Portsea. King, Portsea 

Waller, David, Old Kent road, Biscuit Baker. March 4 at 11 at offices 
of Spiller, South place, Firsbury 

Wallis, William Henry, Birmingham, Builder. March 4 at 11 at 
offices. of Allen, Union passage, Birmingham 

Ward, Joseph, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. March 11 at12, at 
the White Heart Hotel, Leicester, Wilson, Leicester 

Welch, Felix McDonall, Birmingham, Tailor. March 3 at 12, at officés 
of Southall and Co, Newhall street, Birmingham 

Whiteford, John Lyson, Maidwell, Northampton, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
March 10 at 11, at offices of Becke, Market square, Northampton 

Whittaker, Robert, Radcliffe, Lancashire, Commission Ageni. March 
Sat 3, at offices of Sutton and Harding, Brown street, Manchester. 
Burton, Manchester 

Young, Thomas Johnson, Gresham street West, Trimming Warehouse- 
man. March 10 at 2, at offices of Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. 
Sydney, Finsbury Circus 








This day is published, in 8vo, price 3s. 6d. cloth, 
N EPITOME of LEADING COMMON LAW 


CASES, with some Short Notes thereon, for the use of Students. 
By Joun InpkrMavr, Solicitor. 
Stevens & Haynes, Belj-yard, Temple-bar. 





"i Just published, price 7s. 6d. : 
LACKSTONE KCONOMISED; being a Com- 
pendium of the Laws of England to the present time. By Davip 
Mitonxut Aix, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, 
44 Blackst: ne Economised’ is the capital notion of a barrister of the 
Middle Temple. Mr. D. M. Alrd has cleverly conpiled, and compressed 
and comprehended the Laws of England.”—Iilustrated Review, 

The work appears to be clearly written, and, on the whole, con- 
sidering the extensive nature of the subject, it is characterised by 
commendable accnracy.”~Solicitors’ Jourual, 

The manner in which the whole of the information is preserved, 
and the style impregnated with the spirit of Blackstone, is remark- 
able.”—Sunday Times, 

London: Lonomans, Green & Co., Paternoster-row. 





Now ready, in one thick volume, price 423, 

Pas LAW of SLANDER and LIBEL, including 
the Pleading, Practice, and Evidence, Civil and Criminal, with 
Precedents; also Malicious Prosecutions, Contempta of Court, &c. 
Third Edition of the late Mr. Starkie’s Treatise. By H.C, Forkarp, 

Esq., Barrister-at-Law, The Temple, and Western Circuit. 
London: Burrerworrus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 
| gene PRACTICE in LUNACY (New Edi- 
i tion), adapted to the Lunacy Regulation Acts, 1853 and 1862 ; 
with Schedule and Notes of Cases, and Recent Decisions; Duties of 
Committees of the Persons and Estates uf Lunatics ; Forms, Costs, 

Statutes, General Orders, and Full Index. 21s. cloth, 
London: Srevens & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane. 














_. PHILLIMORE’S ECCLESIASTICAL LAW. 
Just published, in two very thick volumes, demy 8y9, price £3 3s., 


cloth boards, 
HE ECCLESIASTICAL LAW of the CHURCH 
of ENGLAND. By Sir Ropert Parttnmrors, D.C.L., Official 
Principal of the Arches Court of Canterbury ; Member of Her Majesty’s 
Most Honorable Privy Council. 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane; Stevens & Sons, 119, Chan- 
cery-lans, Law Booksellers and Publishers. 


BROWNE'S PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF THE COURT OF 
PROBATE. 


This day is published, in Demy 8vo0., price £1 1s. cloth. 


TREATISE on the PRINCIPLES and 
PRACTICE of the COURT of PROBATE in Contentious and 
Non-Contentieus Business: with the Statutes, Rules, Fees and Forms 
oma thereto, By GreorsE Browne, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Inner 
‘emple. 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane; Stevens & Sons, 119, 
Chancery-lane, Law Booksellers and Publishers. 





ba Just published, price ls., sewed. 
HE EXPANSION of the COUNTY COURTS. 
the TRUE BASIS of LEGAL REFORM, By Faancis H. 
LascrLtss, Barrister-at-Law. 
H. Sweet, 3, Chancery.lane. 





Just published, in imitation law calf, price 7s. 6d., 

HE LAW of LOANS and PLEDGES; includ- 

ing the Factor’s Acts, the Pawnbrokers’ Consolidated and other 

Statutes; anda Digest of Cases, &c., &c. JBy H. C. Fouxaap, Esq., 
of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 

London: Lockwoop & Co., 7, Stationer’s Hall-court, E.C. 


Now ready, the Second Edition of 


RACROFT’S INVESTORS’ RECORD of PUR- 
CHASES and SALES, with CALCULATIONS Adapted tc 
Every Investment. An additional portion especially adapted for the- 
Legal Profession, containing Forms of Entry fur Freehold and Copyhold 
Property; Leasehold, Let and Held; Mortgages, Held and Effected ; 
ynsurances; Bills and Promissory Notes; Moneys Advanced or 
Borrowed. 

‘The object of this Memorandum Book is to enable every Investor to 
keep a systematic Record, producible in a Court of Law, of every in- 
vestment transaction entered into. No such record was in existence 
previous to the first edition. 


RACROFT'S CONSOL DIAGRAM, showing the 

J Highest and Lowest Prices of Three per Cent. Consols each year 

frum the French Revolution of 1789 to the Franco-German War of 1870, 

with the Growth and Decline cf the National Funded Debt of Great 

Britain; the Yearly Average of the Bank Rate of Discount, and Taba- 

lated Statement of the Principal Events Affecting the Prices of Stocks. 

“ Diagrams are sometimes not very simple, but the present one is 

clearness itself—is an interesting commentary on English history for 
the period in question.”—Economist, 

Price 2s.; or, mounted on roller, 3s, 6d. 
London: Errincnam Witson, Publisher, Royal Exchange. 
BEXxNARD CRACROFT, Stock and Share Broker, 5, Austin-friars, E.C 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


PY ENEY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages: 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B, One copy of advertisement only required,and the strictest 
care und promptitude assured. Officially stamped torms tor adver- 
tisement and file of “ Londor Gazette " kept. By appoiatment. 





THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only a few minutes’ walk from 
YNARBRB’S, 2 6 5, STRAN D— 
Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 

or Fish, 2s, and 2s. 6d. “if I desire « substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and 
good, I know only of one house, and that is in tho Strand, close to Danes 
Inn, There you may wash down the roast beef of old Eugland with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supolied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”"—All the Year Round, June ts, 1864, 
pag 440. 

The new Hall lately addled is ene of the handsomest dining-rooms im 
London, Dinners{from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s, 6d, 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, 


Mar. 1, 1873, 








MORTGAGE DEBENTURE & 


TRUST 


GOVERNMENT SECURITIES 


(LEMITED). 


Incorporated under the Companies Acts, 1862 and 1867. 
CAPITAL £1,000,000 IN 50,000 SHARES OF £20 EACH. 
Messrs. ROBARTS, LUBBOCK & Co. will receive Subscriptions on behalf of the above Trust, fora FIRST ISSUE of 10,000 
Shares for £200,000. Share Certificates, with Coupons attached will be issued, entitling the Holder to Interest at the rate of 
6 per cent. per annum, irrespective of Dividends earned by the working of the Company. The Coupons will be payable 
half-yearly, and the first Coupon will be payable on the 15th January next. : 





Trustees for the Mortgage Debenture Holders. 
Sir Louis Mallet, C.B. 
Dr. Lyon Playfair, C.B., M.P. 
R. Ruthven Pym, Esq. 
Trustees for the Company. 
Algernon Borthwick, Esq. 
William Cornwallis Cartwright, Esq., M.P. 
Sir William Grey, K.C.S.I. 
Robert Hallett Holt, Esq. 
James William Muttlebury, Esq. 


Bankers—Messrs. Robarts, Lubbock & Co., 15, Lombard- | 


street, E.C. 

Solicitor—J. T. Simpson, Esq., 62, Moorgate-street, E.C. 
Brokers—Messrs. J. & A. Scrimgeour, 18, Old Broad-st., E.C. 
Auditors—Messrs. Stewart & Lambe, Public Accountants, 30, 

Moorgate -street. 
Secretary (pro tem.).—J. Dunn, Esq. 
Temporary Oifices—No. 33, PALMERSTON BUILDINGS, 
BROAD STREET, E.C. 


This Trust, besides having the object, common t? undertakings of a 
similar character, of investing capital in Foreign and Colonial Govern- 
ment Securities, has been created for the further purpose of providing, 
by mortgage of like Securities, 4 secure investment tor money, tor stated 
periods, ata higher rate ofinterest than can be obtained on mortgage 
-of real estate, and of giving to the Shsreholders she profits to accrue 
trom the ‘oan capital so raised, 

It is propo:ed :— 

First.—To invest the paid up Share Capital in carefully selected 
Foreign and Colonjal Goverment and Guarauteed S :curities, more par- 
'ticalarly specified in the Memorandum of Association, but so that not 
more than one-tenth of all the moneys of the Company shail be invested 
at any One time in any one stock or security. 

Secondly. —To deposit Securities of sufficient value in the names of 
trustees, specially appointed for that purpose, as a security for the re- 
payment of money to be raised on Mortgage. 

The money raised on Mortgage wiil be invested in the same manner 
asthe Share Capital, aud Securities equal in value to the amount of 
money so raised, will, together with a margin of at least 10 per cent., 
be specially hypothecated to the Mortgage Debeutures in the names of 
the Trustees for the Mortgage Debenture Huldera, in an account to be 
called the “ Mortgage Fund.” 


No fresh Mortgage Debenture will be issued unless, besides the 10 per | 


cent. margiu «ppropriated to the “‘ Mortgage Fund,’ there be a further 
margin unappropriated to such Fund of not less than 15 per cent. of the 
vamount of the current Mortgage Debentures. 

The Trustees for the Mortgage Debenture Holders will be distinct 
from the Trustees for the Company, and it will be their duty, at in- 
tervals not exceeding three montis, to inspect the securities deposited 
in their names, to ascertain the market valu? thereof, and to certify the 
result, and if the value should have fallen, the Compauy will be bound 
to make it up immediately to the prescribed standard. 

The Mortgage Debentares will rank pari passu, and will be a first 
charge on the Mortgage Fund. ‘They will be issued for fixed periods or 
Otherwise, payable to the Lender by name, or to his registered as- 


| signs, or at his option to Bearer, and will have Coupons attached for 
the half-yearly payments of interest. 

The security of the Debentu re Holders will be direct, and quite as 
good as that afforded by Mortgages of Real Estate, and more easily 
available, and the Mortgage Debentures being secured not only on the 
General Credit of the Company, but as a primary charge on the “ Mort- 

| gage Fund,” will necessary rank higher than Debentures of other 

Companies which ara not secured by the specific hypothecation of 
| Securities. 

‘The Holders of the Mortgage Debentures will have the advantaze 
over Mortgagees of Real Estate that their title will be indeteasibie, 

| their Mortgages tran sferable as easily as stock, their interest paid on 
the day it becomes due, and their security practically incapable of 
depreciation by any change in the market. 

The Company is also empowec-d by the Memorandum and Articles 
of Association to sell Annuities for lives or for fixed periods, tobe 
charged on the ** Mortgage Fund,’ and to be secured by the hypothe. 
cation of Securities of the value of the Annuities for the time being 
payable, with a margin of at least 10 per cent. 

The success of the “ Foreign and Colonial Government Trust,” formed 
in 1868, is well known. Its original Certificates for £100, issued at £85, 
now stand at £24 premium. 

The interest, at 6 pes cent,, for which coupons will be attached to the 
Share Certificates ot this Trast, will representa part only of the income 
of the Company. The other principal sources o1 income will be— 

Ist. The surpius income of the paid-up Share Capital atter payment 
of the 6 per cent. interest; 

2ndly. The surplus income of the Mortgage Debenture Capital after 
payment of the interest on the Debentures ; 

3rdly. Tne profit on the drawings at par, of securities purchased 
below par, : ¥ 
And from the nature of the schem», it is obvious that in proportion as 
| the undertaking is developed, there will be a considerable amount, in 
| creasing year by year, available for dividend derived from the last two 





| sources, 


All dividends, Cap.tal Funds and other moneys will be receivable by 
the Bankers of the Company. 

Payments are to be made as follows :— 
On Application... ... 
On Allotment... 
On the 15th May... ... 
On the lith July... ... 
Ou the 15th September 


ove 


£ 
Shareholders may pay up their shares in full on allotment, and will 


| be allowed discount at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, 


In the event of no allotment being made, the deposits will be re- 
turned without deduction, and where the shares allotted are less than 
the number applied for, the surplus deposits will be credited to the 
allottee. 

ithe payment of all expenses incidental to the formation and bringing 
out of the Company, is providedfor by Clause lil of the Articles of 
Association, and such expenses are estimated not to exceed one per 
cent, on the nominal capital. 

Copies of the Memorandum and Articles of Association, may be seen 
at the Temporary Offices of the Company, No. 33, Palmerston Buildings, 
and Prospectuses, with printed Forms of Application for shares, may be 
Obtained at the same Orfices, or of the Solicitor, or Brokers, or of the 
Bankers of the Company, to whom all subscriptions must be paid. 








5 ieee AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Baawcues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Curgent Accounts are Kept at the Head Office on the terms cus: 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Derosits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits wil! be received on terms to be agreed upon, 

/Bixs issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sem 
for collection, 

Sates any Purcnasets effected in British and foreign securities, iv 
Kast India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 
Every other description of banking business and moncy agency 

British and Indian, transacted. 
J, THOMSON. Chairman. 
To Trustees, Executors, Solicitors, and Others, 


ESSRS. CHRISTIE & CHRISTIE beg to an- 
nounce that, baving purchased the GOODWILL of the PRE- 
MISES of the Argyli-street Galleries Permanent Exhibition of Pictures 
for the purpose of their Sale looms, they are now prepared to KRE- 
CEIVE consiguments of PICTURES, Works of Art, Articles of Vertu, 
Jewellery, Books, Furniture, &c., to be included in their weekly sales, 
tne first of which will take place on Tuesday, June 4, and afterwards on 
Wednesday in each week.—Terms may be had at their Roums, 7, 
Argyll-street, Regent-street, or at their Ofices, 19, Brook-street, W. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 


The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
n the proper form for registration and distribution, SHARE CER+ 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches, Come 
pauies Feo Stainps. Ratiway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 
ASH & FLINT, 


S:ationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet 
street, London, E,C. (corner of Serjeauts’-inn). 


CH9OL BOARD FOR LONDON.—The Papers 
b issued by the Board can be had By oapxr of 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS TO THE LONDON SCHOOL suARy 
Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane. 


OSCOW POLYTECHNIC EXHIBITION, 
1872, LYONS EXHIBITION, 1872. (GOLD MEDALS.) 
First Prizes awarded to LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT 

or best quality. 

Cavrion,—None genuine withont Baron Liebig’s, the Inventor's 
signature. Ask for Lievig Company's Extract, | 

















